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(1.11 Historical Development: 
The study of nucleon-nucleus interaction has quite a long history. As long ago as 
1935, Bethe [1] calculated the scattering of nucleons by a purely real potential and found 
marked resonances that are not observed experimentally. Levier and Saxon [2] showed that 
these are damped if the potential is allowed to become complex and that such potentials are 
able to reproduce well the differential cross-section for the elastic scattering of the medium 
energy proton by nuclei. This work was extended to neutron scattering by Feshbach, Porter 
and Weisskopf [3] who examined the total and reaction cross section for the interaction of 
the neutrons with nuclei over a wide range of energies and nuclei. Feshbach, Porter and 
Weisskopf [3] also used a complex potential. 
The first optical potential was built for the interaction of neutrons with nuclei and later for 
the scattering of protons, alpha particles and heavy ions. The first analysis of elastic 
scattering used a square well which was later replaced by a more realistic form 
U(r) = Vf(r) + iWg(r), 
where V and W are the well depths of the real and imaginary part of the potential. The form 
factors f(r) and g(r) vary smoothly with the distance r. Moreover by analogy to the spin-orbit 
potential included in the shell model to describe magic numbers, a spin orbit potential Vso(r) 
is introduced to take into account the interaction between the spin S of the incident nucleon 
with its orbital angular momentum t. 
A coulomb potential Vc(r) is also added if the incident particle has a charge. With all these 
contributions, the complex potential U(r) used in the optical model becomes; 
U(r) = Vc(r) + V(r) + iW(r) + Vso(r) + iWso(r). 
The nucleon optical potential can be determined either by the phenomenological analyses of 
the experimental data or by a more fundamental calculation (called microscopic calculation) 
starting from the nucleon-nucleon interaction. However the two approaches should 
complement each other. 
In the phenomenological determination, first a plausible form of the potential which contains 
a number of parameters is assumed, best values of these parameters are then determined by 
comparing the predictions of such a potential with the experimental data. In the conventional 
optical model phenomenology (i.e. the standard optical model [4]) both the real and 
imaginary central potentials are parameterized in Woods - Saxon (two-parameter Fermi) 
form. At low incident nucleon energies the imaginary part is assumed to have radial form 
which is taken as the derivative of Woods Saxon shape. The standard spin orbit potential is 
taken as the conventional Thomas form, which involves the derivatives of a Woods-Saxon 
function. At low incident projectile energies the imaginary central potential is also taken to 
have derivatives of the Saxon-Woods radial form. In general there are about 12 free 
parameters to adjust in order to obtain agreement with the experimental data. Over the last 
several decades the empirical optical potential, in spite of certain parameter ambiguities, has 
successfully established certain trends of the optical model potential, e.g. its variation with 
energy and target mass number. 
The conventional, standard optical model analyses (in the energy region 20-800MeV) exhibit 
several characteristics features; The real central potential becomes repulsive above about 
SOOMeV at short distances and remains attractive in the tail region up to quite high incident 
energies [4]. Since in the above parameterization the potential has a monotonic radial 
dependence, it is obviously either attractive everywhere or repulsive everywhere. The 
imaginary part of the central potential increases monotonically with energy. Third the real 
spin-orbit term is attractive, while the imaginary spin-orbit part is repulsive. Generally, the 
real spin-orbit potential decreases with increasing energy, while the imaginary spin-orbit 
potential grows with increasing energy, with the exception that the real spin-orbit potential at 
SOOMeV is found to be larger than at 200MeV [4]. 
The conventional optical model phenomenology poses few problems. For instance, the root 
mean square radius of the real central potential in the intermediate energy region, exhibh a 
peculiar non monotonic behavior [4], indicating that the geometry of the real central potential 
appears to be changing quite substantially with energy. At high energies, one finds a root 
mean square radius which is considerably smaller than at lower energies, indicating that the 
range of the repulsive potential is shorter than that of the attractive potential at low energies. 
With increasing energy, the volume integral of the real spin-orbit potential, falls sharply and 
seems to have a minimum near 200MeV before resuming it decrease beyond 400MeV. 
Similarly, the volume integral of the imaginary spin-orbit potential, peaks at 200MeV, 
decreases rapidly again and even changes sign near 400MeV. 
The above mentioned difficulties are associated with the use of smooth Woods-Saxon 
geometry for the radial behavior of the potential over the wide energy range of a projectile. 
Various Non-Woods-Saxon form factors have been proposed. It was realized that above 
200MeV, the interior of the nucleus, in terms of real central potential becomes repulsive 
while the tail region remains attractive (up to around 700 MeV). The success of Dirac 
phenomenology [5] indicates a non Woods-Saxon (wine-bottle-bottom) shape for the real 
central potential. Further, at higher energies one still finds a small attractive tail with a 
strongly repulsive interior for the real part of the potential. This type of potential gives 
excellent fits to the elastic scattering data specially spin-rotation data, which are greatly 
superior to any fit with standard Woods-Saxon potentials. 
(1.2) Microscopic Nucleon-Nucleus Optical Potential: 
The microscopic theory of Optical Model Potential has been developed in various 
ways and fairly accurate evaluations have been performed progressively in recent years. The 
approximations used are now better understood and calculational techniques refined to an 
extent where one is able to reliably calculate the nuclear optical potential starting from basic 
two nucleon interaction. One of the most successful of these approaches is called the Bethe-
Brueckner theory of nuclear matter. This approach initiated by Bethe [1], Brueckner [6], and 
B.D.Day [7] has now been adopted and refined with time by several groups (JLM [8], BR 
[9], Amos [10], WKR [11], N.Yamaguchi, S. Nagata and J.Matsuda [12]). 
In this approach one calculates the effective two-body interaction in nuclear matter and the 
extension to finite nuclei is made by invoking a local density approximation (LDA) in which 
the potential experienced by a nucleon at a point in a finite nucleus of density p is assumed 
same as the potential in infinite nuclear matter of the same density p. This approach has 
successfully explained the bulk properties of nuclei which appear in scattering problems such 
as the volume integrals, root mean square radius, energy dependence of the real potential and 
the effective mass as well as predicting the experimental cross sections and analyzing power 
data. 
The reaction matrix or effective interaction (g-matrix) in nuclear matter is obtained by 
solving Bethe-Goldstone integral equation; using the realistic NN potential as the only input. 
The complex, density dependent g-matrix is then used in a local density approximation to 
calculate the nuclear optical potential. The choice of fundamental interaction at the two 
nucleon level as well as that of the ground state density of the target is crucial. 
Jeukenne, Lejeunne, Mahaux (JLM) [8] have obtained the self-consistent microscopic 
nucleon-nuclear matter optical potential using Rieds [13] hard-core interaction by solving the 
integral equation [6]. A plausible range parameter is then introduced and local density 
approximation used to obtain a local optical model potential for finite nuclei. A spin-orbit 
potential is added from outside. This potential, popularly known as JLM has been applied 
successfully to analyze a large body of experimental data on nucleon scattering using four 
normalization parameters [14]. Thus in the JLM approach the spin-orbit potential is not 
calculated microscopically. In contrast Brieva and Rook developed the generalized reference 
spectrum method [9] to calculate the radial dependent effective interaction in co-ordinate 
space v^ hich is then folded over the nucleon densities to obtain the nucleon-nucleus optical 
model potential. Although they obtain both the central and spin-orbit components 
microscopically, however, the reference spectrum method is not considered numerically as 
accurate as the solution of integral equation [6]. 
Amos et al. [10] have successfully developed a non-local microscopic optical potential. They 
treat the non-locality of the exchange central and spin-orbit parts explicitly and hence solve 
the integro-differential equation to obtain the observables for nucleon scattering. However, 
since their potential is non-local it can not be compared easily with empirical potential. A 
slightly different approach has been followed recently by Arellano, Brieva and Love [15] by 
including genuine non-localities of the effective interaction. This approach is basically an 
extension of KMT theory. Recently Arellano and Bauge [14, 15] have developed an 
alternative approach where it is possible to separate the medium independent part of the 
effective interaction. The medium dependent part is shown to be significant only in the 
surface region. However, these recent approach are not yet fully matured. 
In this work we present a local microscopic optical potential using soft-core Urbana v-14 
[16] and also a hard-core Hamada Johnston (HJ) [17] nucleon-nucleon interaction as the 
basic input. We are able to calculate both the central and spin-orbit parts microscopically 
thus removing one of the important deficiency of the JLM [8] model. Further since we use 
the Braeckner Gammel method of solving the integral equation hence we are able to avoid 
the use of approximate generalized reference spectrum method [9]. 
(1.3) Outline Of Present Work: 
In chapter 2 we discuss in detail the calculational technique used to obtain the 
microscopic nuclear matter optical potential in a self consistent manner. We discuss the 
properties of nuclear matter and Goldstone expansion, Feynman diagrams and obtain reaction 
matrix. Further we study the kinematical considerations of interacting nucleons and the 
application of Pauli operator. Further we discuss correlated wave function and its partial 
wave expansion. Finally we discuss the treatment of hardcore in nuclear matter 
Chapter 3 describes the procedure for obtaining optical potential for finite nuclei from 
infinite nuclear matter potential within the framework of first order Brueckner theory, using 
both soft-core and hard core internucleon potentials. We present the folding formalism for 
obtaining different components (central direct, central exchange, spin-orbit direct, spin-orbit 
exchange) of the nucleon nucleus optical potential using local density approximation. We 
also discuss the effective mass correction. 
In Chapter 4 we discuss the result of our analysis of proton elastic scattering data from '^  Ca 
and °^^ Pb in the energy range 65-200MeV using calculated optical potential (as described in 
chapter 3) from both Urbana and Hamada-Johnston. We also study the behavior of real and 
imaginary parts of Central optical potential. Spin orbit optical potential, Mean Square Radii 
and volume integral of the central optical potential. We further discuss the analysis of the 
differential scattering cross section data and conclude that the predictions of optical model 
potential are in reasonable agreement with the experimental data. 
In Chapter 5 we carry out a detailed analysis of Neutron elastic scattering data from '^ C/'^ Ca 
and °^^ Pb in the energy region:65-225 MeV. We discuss in detail the real and imaginary parts 
of central and spin-orbit optical potentials using both Hamada-Johnston and Urbana 
interactions. We also present a study of the energy dependence of Volume integral and Mean 
Square Radii. We also study the behavior of MSR as a function of mass number of the target 
nuclei. Finally we present an analysis of the neutron elastic differential cross section data for 
'^ C, °^Ca, and °^^ Pb, in the energy range of 65 to 225MeV,using calculated optical model 
potential obtained from first order Brueckner theory using both Urbana V14 soft core and 
Hamada-Johnston hard core interactions. We conclude that the predictions of the optical 
model potential are in reasonably good agreement with the experimental data. 
The study of neutron data was done with the aim of comparing the results with the proton 
optical potential. In principle this may lead to an estimate of (N-Z)/A dependent term of the 
optical potential. However we find that the accuracy of the neutron data and the extent of 
angular region covered in the differential cross section is not enough to give us unambiguous 
information regarding finer details of the optical potential. 
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(2.1) Introduction: 
We briefly describe, here, the basic element of the Brueckner's theory of infinite 
nuclear matter, and discuss the method used to calculate the effective interaction (g-
matrices), which can then be folded over the ground state densities to obtain the nucleon-
nucleus optical potential. 
BruecliJier theory is based on the Goldstone expansion, which is a linked cluster perturbation 
series for the ground state of a many body system. This is explained nicely in detail in a 
review article by Day [1]. 
The success of Brueckner theory in practical calculations stem from the fact that certain 
classes of linked diagram can be summed in closed form up to infinite orders defining the so 
called reaction matrix or effective interaction, g. All quantities are then formulated in terms 
of this g matrix, which is a smooth and well behaved even for a hard-core inter-nucleon 
potential. First numerical calculation applying Brueckner theory was performed in 1958 by 
Brueckner and Gammel [2]. Later Bethe [3] and his collaborators made substantial advances 
in the understanding of Brueckner theory. 
In order to describe the scattering processes at low energies, we restrict our discussion to the 
approaches based on the non-relativistic nucleon-nucleon interaction. We start with the 
assumption that nuclei can be described by the non-relativistic Schrodinger equation and that 
the nucleons are interacting through a two body potential. Even this is a difficult task for an 
interacting many body system. It is at this level that Nuclear Matter comes to a partial rescue. 
This provides a simpler picture to be hopefully used as a first step towards the more difficult 
task of understanding finite nuclei. 
In section 2.2 we briefly describe some properties of nuclear matter. These must be 
reproduced by any theory of nuclear matter. 
In section 2.2.1 we discuss the salient features of the Goldstone expansion and Feynman 
diagrammatic technique developed especially for Brueckner theory. 
In section 2.2.2 we discuss the reaction matrix, the central quantity of Brueckner theory and 
some of its properties in section 2.2.3. 
In section 2.3 we discuss the kinematical considerations of the two interacting nucleons, we 
study the action of Pauli operator in section 2.3.1 and correlated two nucleon wave function 
in section 2.3.2. 
In section 2.3.3 we carry out the partial wave expansion of the correlated wave function. 
In section 2.4 we briefly explain the treatment of hardcore in nuclear matter. 
At the end,- in section 2.7 we give a brief description of the calculation of nucleon-nucleus 
optical potential. 
(2.2) Nuclear Matter: 
Nuclear matter is defined to be a hypothetical system of equal number of neutrons and 
protons filling whole space at a uniform density with Coulomb force switched off. The 
translational invariance of this infinite system implies that the single particle wave functions 
are plane waves. Hence the only problem to solve for nuclear matter is then to calculate the 
energy of the system as a function of density and to find out the effective interaction between 
the nucleons in such a many body system. 
The result of a nuclear matter calculation is the value of E/A (energy per nucleon) as a 
function of density p. A graph for E/A as function of density p should have a minimum value 
WQ at some equilibrium density po as shown in figure (1). 
FlgUK 1. 
The empirical values of WQ and po can be obtained by extrapolating the observed properties 
of finite nuclei to infinite nuclear matter. For WQ the semi-empirical mass formula [4] is used, 
which gives the energy E for a nucleus containing Z protons and N neutrons: 
,2/3 E = a, A + a2 A'" + as Z7A"' + 34 (N-Z)'/2A+. (1) 
The first term is the volume term, second is the surface term, the third term is the Coulomb 
term and the fourth term is the asymmetry term. There are other terms corresponding to 
smaller effects, which we have not shown here. 
For nuclear matter we have N=Z, no Coulomb force and being infinite in dimension, surface 
effects can be neglected as compared to the volume term. Hence for nuclear matter only first 
term survives i.e. 
E^aiA => E/A«ai = wo«-16MeV (2) 
For po: The interior density of a finite nucleus is reduced due to Coulomb repulsion and 
increased due to surface tension effects. Both these effects are absent for nuclear matter. 
Eliminating these effects [1] from experimental densities of finite nuclei we get: 
Po w 0.17nucleons/F'^ . 
Other useful parameter for nuclear matter is the average inter-nucleon distance ro, which is 
related to the denshy: 
— -—Tu-,) —^  ro= 1.12 r. 
P 3 
Density is also expressed some times in terms of Fermi momentum hkp. The Fermi 
momentum is defined as the largest momentum pp = hkp of the occupied state in nuclear 
matter, Then in the Fermi gas model, the number N of nucleons in a volume V is given by 
the following expression: 
N = 4 V/ (27th)^  4n j p^ dp =2V/(3h^ 7i^ )pp^  
3n 
Thus a reliable nuclear matter calculation should reproduce the properties discussed above. 
The large variety of nucleon-nucleon potentials though give similar phase shifts but different 
nuclear matter properties. Hence microscopic calculations are expected to help in choosing a 
better potential. 
(2.2.1) Goldstone Expansion: 
Brueckner-Goldstone theory is based on the Goldstone expansion [6]. This is a 
perturbation series expansion for the ground state energy of a many body system. The ground 
10 
state is required to be non-degenerate. The series works for nuclear matter and doubly magic 
nuclei. We do not derive the expansion but briefly explain its working [1] in the following. 
We start by first considering a system of A identical nucleons interacting via a realistic two 
body interaction. We then calculate the ground state properties of this system. Within a non-
relativistic framework, the exact ground state To is given by the Schrodinger Equation 
HlTo>=EolTo>, (3) 
where, we can write the Hamiltonian H as: 
and v,j is the realistic two-body potential obtained either empirically (eg. Hamada-Johnston 
(HJ) [7], Ried [8] or v-14 [9]) or using theoretical inputs (e.g. Paris, Bonn or OBEP). 
Generally v,j has strong short-range repulsion for inter-nucleon distance ro < 0.5F or infinite 
repulsion denoted by a hard core. 
Equation (3) cannot be solved exactly and we seek approximate solutions using perturbative 
techniques. Adding and subtracting an appropriate single particle potential U, the 
Hamiltonian is rewritten as an unperturbed part HQ. 
Ho= j ; (T, + U,), (4) 
where U, is a single particle auxiliary potential and has been introduced and should be so 
chosen as to make perturbation Hi is small: 
H i = E v , - X U , (5) 
y ' 
Since the total Hamiltonian H= Ho+Hi does not involve U, the final result should in principle 
be independent of U. However since the energy is calculated using a perturbation series the 
convergence of that series will depend on the choice of U. In principle it is completely 
arbitrary. However, some reasonable physical choice should be made for U and this is a 
central problem in Brueckner theory. A typical choice may be the single particle Hartree-
Fock potential such that H, is small as compared to Ho. 
The nnpertmhei problem for Ho may be easily solved for single particle eigen functions 
Op(r,). (Since Ho is a simple algebraic sum of single particle Hamiltonian): 
11 
(T, + Ui)Op(rO = Ep(Dp(rO. (6) 
<l)p(ri) forms a complete set of single particle orthonormal eigenfunctions. The unperturbed 
ground state Oo would be a slater determinant obtained by populating lowest energy single 
particle states for A-nucleons; 
(Do= 1/VA! a [(D,(r,)a)2(r,) ^^(rA)] (7) 
Thus Ho <I>o = Eo Oo, where Eo =ZEn-
We call this ground state as the Fermi sea of A nucleons and any other combination of single 
particle states is said to be above the Fermi sea. The exact ground state is obtained by solving 
the eigen value Equation with the full Hamiltonian H: 
H»F = E ^ 
The exact ground state energy E is given by the following perturbation series (Goldstone 
expansion [1,6]): 
E = Eo + <0o IH, \0o> + < Oo I Hil/ (Eo-Ho) PH, |(Do> + 
< Oo IH, 1/ (Eo - Ho) PH, 1/ (Eo-Ho) PH, \^o> -
<a)o lH,(Do><OoH, l/(Eo-Ho)'PH,lOo>+ , (8) 
where P = 1 - \(^o> <0ol projects off states other than the unperturbed ground state lOo>. The 
presence of operator P ensures that the ground state I Oo > does not occur as an intermediate 
state in the above matrix elements, i.e. in the intermediate states at least one particle has to be 
excited state above the Fermi sea. 
The operators in the above matrix elements are many body operators. To understand the 
mechanism of calculating the contribution of any given term, we introduce fermion creation 
'a^' and annihilation operators 'a' such that they satisfy the following anti-commutation 
rules: 
[a„atJ+ = a,.a^ 3 + a U = §,s ; [a„a\]+ = [a.\.,a\]+ = 0 . (9) 
Using these operators we can rewrite HQ and H, as operators, taking care of the fact that Vy is 
a two-body operator and U, is a one-body operator: Thus we can write: 
H. = X < Pq I VI rs > a W s a , - J^ <p 1 Ul q > a V , , (10) 
Pqrs pq 
where <pq| v I rs > = | <^,\h)<^,\hHh-h)^r(h)^.{r2)dx4T2 
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and <p I U I q > = J (Dp^ r )U(r)0(r )dx . 
The summations over pqrs in equation (10) are over distinct single particle states. 
To understand the working of Goldstone expansion let us consider the following second 
order term in eq (8) and in this process we also learn to draw Feynman diagrams: 
1 
O J/7, 







We start the action in the above matrix element from right hand side shown by an arrow 
below equation (11). 
At the extreme right hand, jOo > is the unperturbed ground state of the Hamiltonian Ho, where 
there are no nucleons outside the Fermi sea and no holes in the Fermi sea. In the diagram we 
show this by blank below the dashed line in figure (2). 
Now Hi has to act on \0o > as defined by equation (10). As an example we take 
H|= <abl V I lm>a^aa\a,„ai. Since ai and a,„ absorb fermions in states 1 and m; 1 and m must be 
some occupied states in the fermi sea lOo>. Thus the action of ai and a^  is to create holes in 
state 1 and m in the Fermi Sea. Further a\ and a\ creates fermions in states a and b. Hence 
these states must be un-occupied states above the Fermi sea, since the Fermi sea is 
completely occupied by Fermions. Hence the action of H| (the one chosen above) is to create 
holes in states 1 and m in the Fermi sea and create two particles in state a and b above the 
Fermi sea. 
In the diagram (figure 2(a)) we show the two-body interaction v by the horizontal dashed 
line. Solid lines with downward arrows labeled 1 and m show the holes created in the fermi 
sea and the lines with upward arrows labeled a and b depicts the particles created above the 
Fermi sea. 
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Now PH| |0o>: The operator P checks that the many body state H, |0o> is different from the 
ground state |0o> which it is, since it has two holes in the Fermi sea and two particle outside 
the Fermi sea. 
Now 1/ (Eo - HQ) PHi |(I)o>: The inverse operator 1/ (Eg - Ho) has Eo = sum of all single 
particle energies in the ground state |0o>, and Ho acts on the two particle two hole (particles 
a and b above the Fermi sea and holes 1 and m in the Fermi sea.) state PHi |<Do>. Thus finally 
we would get 1/ (Ea+Eb-E,-E™)) PH, Oo>. 
The last Hi has to act on the two particle two hole state and further after that we have to take 
the scalar product with the left most < OQI . Hence for nonzero contribution from the matrix 
element the last Hi has to be so chosen that the two particles above the Fermi sea are 
destroyed and the two hole in the Fermi sea are filled up. This implies that the last Hi in eq. 
(8) should be : Hi~< lm|v|ab > x ai^ am a^baa ie. The particles in states a and b above the Fermi 
sea interact via two body interaction v and are destroyed. They go over into the states 1 and m 
and fill up the holes in these states in the Fermi sea as shown in the diagram Fig.2 b. 
The total contribution of the matrix element eq. (11) to the energy is: 
- Y, < l m | v | a b > < a b | v | l m > l / ( E a + Eb-Ei -Em) 
<(Do|ai^ am a^baaaa^ ab^ amai \(!>o > 
= - - 2^ < lm |v | ab> l / (Ea + E b - E | - E m ) < a b | v | l m > 
^ ah>k^lm<ki. 
The negative sign comes from the energy denominator, and it can be shown that the ground 
state matrix element of the product of operators would give either +1 or - 1 . 
The contribution to the energy from the second order term considered above thus comes from 
the interaction of particles 1, m in the Fermi sea getting excited to intermediate states a, b 
above the Fermi sea. 
These nucleons then interact again to fill up the Fermi sea and we get back the ground state. 
Further we sum up all the possible two particle states 1, m in the Fermi sea and states a, b 
above the Fermi sea. The factor Vz comes by counting only distinct pairs l.m in the Fermi sea. 
Detailed rules for obtaining the sign of the matrix element are described in ref. [1]. 
In the above example we have been able to calculate the second order contribution to the 
energy of nuclear matter by choosing one particular term for Hi in eq. (11). There are many 
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possible choices for Hi and each choice gives rise to a Feynman diagram. To calculate total 
energy in second order we must sum up the contribution of all possible second order 
diagrams. 
The contribution of other diagrams in higher orders of perturbation expansion can be 
similarly written down [1]. 
b, V ,m 
/\ /^ \ / 
Figure(3) 
There are some disconnected diagrams also (the third order diagrams shown in figure (3)). 
They are a disaster because their contribution is proportional to A . While from a sensible 
theory the energy of nuclear matter should be proportional to A. However h can be shown 
that in every order their contribution gets exactly cancelled by some other diagrams. Hence 
the contribution to total energy from the Goldstone expansion (see eq (8)): 
E = Eo + All connected diagrams (12) 
m b 0 •X 
Figure (4) 
Writing out the contribution to energy in Goldstone expansion up to First order only (figure 
(4)): 
E^Vii^ <mn |v |mn>- ^ <mn|v |mn>]+ J ] <n |T ln> (13) 
iiw<kp- mn<kp n<kp 
where T is the kinetic energy operator. The total energy would still depend on the choice of 
the single particle potential U as the states m, n are eigen states of HQ = T +U. 
The example given above would be of help to write the contribution to the energy of nuclear 
matter up to any order of perturbation (equation (8)). 
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However, the expansion in its present form cannot be used to get sensible answer to the 
energy of nuclear matter for the following reason. The matrix element in equation (13) has 
the realistic two nucleon potential v that is either strongly repulsive or has an infinite hard 
core for r < re. Due to this the matrix element would predominantly give a repulsive 
contribution to the energy of nuclear matter. Hence this type of calculation would not give a 
bound system having negative total energy. This problem is similar to the scattering case 
where the first Bom term with realistic v would diverge, while the full series would 
converge. A similar procedure is followed here. We replace v by an infinite series, called 
reaction matrix (this sums up certain classes of diagrams), representing the solution of full 
Schrodinger equation (two-body interaction to all orders of perturbation) between two 
particles in nuclear matter. This is described in the next section. Day [1] has shown that this 
replacement amounts to rearranging the Goldstone series in order of density and that it 
converges rapidly. 
(2.2.2) Reaction Matrix: 
The diagrams of the Goldstone expansion axe re-arranged in such a maimer that in each 
matrix element, the two-body potential v is replaced by an infinite series of two-body 
interaction to all orders. This infinite series is called the reaction matrix or effecfive 
interaction. It can be shown that this infinite series is equivalent to solving the full two-
nucleon Schrodinger equation in presence of other nucleons in nuclear matter. The reaction 
matrix is well behaved even at short inter-nucleon distances. 
To illustrate the procedure for obtaining the reaction matrix we consider in the following a 
third order diagram shown in figure 5 (a). The contribution of this diagram is: 
^ <Im I v I ac> l/(Ea+Ec-E|-Em) <cn | v | bn> l/(Ea+Eb-E|-Eni) <ab | v | Im> 
lrm<k/,ahc>kf 
Let us concentrate our attention on the bubble interaction which gives; < en | v |bn >. 
We are now going to add to the diagram 7(a) an infinite series of diagrams which are exactly 





The diagram next in sequence to figure 5(a) is figure 5(b), where we have two v interactions. 
The contribution due to an additional v interaction at the bubble of 7(a) is: 
2 < en I V I de > 1/ ( EH.+ Eg,- W)< de I v I bn > (14a) 
de>kr 
where W= E, + Em+En-Ea 
The third diagram in this sequence would figure 5(c), where we have three v interaction at 
the bubble. 
The contribution of this diagram 7(c)is: 
Y, < en I V I de > 1/ (E^+ E.- W )< de I v I fg >!/ ( Ef+ Eg- W)< fg I v I bn > (14b) 
defg>kf 
We go on adding one more v interaction in successive terms. 
Each successive term adds one energy denominator and a v interaction with a complete set of 
two particle states in the numerator, as shown by the underlined portion in eqs. (14a) and 
(14b). 
This suggests that the sum of contributions from the diagrams obtained by adding infinite 
number of v interaction would be obtained if we replace v by the following infinite series in 
<cn 1 v I bn > : 
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G(W)=v- Y, v|de>l/(Ed+Ee-W)<de|v + 
de>kf 
2 ; v|de>l/(Ed+Ee-W)<delv|fg>l/(Ei+Eg-W)<fg|v (15) 
defg>kp 
The above series would have successive terms positive and negative as each additional 
energy denominator gives rise to a negative contribution [1]. 
This infinite series, which sums up v interaction between b and the bubble at n in figure (5), 
is called the reaction matrix G(W). W is called the starting energy and is the energy 
contribution coming from the rest of the diagram at the stage of the bubble in figure (5). 
We can easily repeat the process of introducing infinite sequence of v interactions (ladder) 
for each v interaction in any diagram. Thus each v would be replaced by a reaction matrix. 
However, the starting energy W would be different for each reaction matrix. 
To be able to write the reaction matrix in compact operator form we define the following two 
operators; Q and e, which act on the two nucleon state | pq >: 
Ql pq > = I pq > if both states p and q >hkF (16) 
= 0 otherwise, 
and e|pq> = (Ep + Eq-W)|pq> (17) 
Q is the Pauli operator which ensures that the intermediate excited states are above the Fermi 
sea, and the operator e is to be used as the energy denominator in the definition of the 
reaction matrix G (W). We can now write in operator form: 
G(W) = v-v(Q/e)v + v(Q/e)v(Q/e)v -
The above series can now be written in the following compact form: 
G (W) = v-v (Q/e)G(W). (18) 
Equation (18) is the definition of the reaction matrix G(W). In the diagram it is represented 
by a solid wavy line. Thus the v interaction to the bubble in figure (5) would now be drawn 
as a solid wavy line shown in figure 5(d). 
Repeating the same process for the other two v interactions in figure (5), we would have the 
final diagram containing three wavy lines representing the three g-matrices, as shown in 
figure 5(e). 
A second order diagram in g-matrix would be figure 6. However, the infinite ladder of v 








Hence the diagram in the upper portion of figure 6 is double counting the infinite series. Thus 
there would be no second order g-matrix diagram. Its contribution is already contained in the 
first order g-matrix diagram shown in the lower portion of figure 6. 
Following the procedure outlined above we can draw the first order direct and exchange g-
matrix diagrams (shown in figure 7). 
(2.2.3) Properties of Reaction matrix: 
G(W) as defined in equation (18) is an operator that acts on a two nucleon state. Let 
'I^ rs(i*i ,^2) be the two nucleon (in states r and s) unperturbed product wave function: 
^rs(ri,r2) = (pr(ri)(ps(r2) = | rs >. 
We define a correlated two-nucleon wave function: 
^rs(ri,r2)=Ors(ri,r2)-(Q/e)G(W)Ors(r,,r2). (19) 
Applying v on both sides of the above equation we get: 
v^rs(r„r2) = vOrs(ri,r2)-v(Q/e)G(W)Ors(r,,r2), (20) 
= (v-vQ/eG(W))0„(ri,r2). 
=^ v4^rs(ri,r2) = G(W)(D,(r,,r2). (21) 
Using eq.(21) in eq.(19) we get the following relation: 
^rs(ri,r2) = 0,s(r,,r2)-(Q/e)v^rs(ri,r2). (22) 
Equation (22) is the well known Bethe-Brueckner integral equation for the correlated wave 
function r^s(t*hi*2)- It can be easily shown that the correlated wave function is the scattered 
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wave function of two interacting nucleons in presence of other nucleons in nuclear matter. In 
practice, equation (22) is solved as a first step and then equation (21) is used to obtain the 
reaction matrix (called effective interaction org-matrix) G (W). 
We now specialize for nuclear matter. Since it is homogenous and isotropic infinite system 
with translational invariance, single particle wave functions are plane waves: 
Or(ri) = 1/V^ exp(ikrTi) (23) 
In a finite volume Q, kr satisfies the periodic boundary condition. However, as we take the 
limit ^1-^ 00, the sum over states would go over into integration over the momenta: 
Is = 4Q/i2nfl d\ 
the factor 4 arises due to spin and i-spin degeneracy. Using the above relation the density of 
the nuclear matter is: 
A - ( 0 = Z Wr)P = 4/(2lt) .fk"' 
0 
m 
This fmally gives us the nuclear matter density: 
PF(r) =2/(3 n') kl (24) 
Thus the density of nuclear matter is proportional to the volume of fermi sphere in 
momentum space. Further, the average kinetic energy <T > in nuclear matter is: 
<T> = 3/10kF^ (25) 
The plane waves are eigen functions of the unperturbed Hamiltonian 
Ho = E(T + U,) 
Therefore, Ti and Ui are diagonal in this representation and hence the total momentum of the 
slater determinant would be'conserved. We can take the total momentum of the unperturbed 
Fermi sea as zero. This implies that the total momentum of any diagram should be zero i.e. 







^ ^ ^ fr) 
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Figure 9 shows all the first order and Figure 10 shows some of the third order diagrams. We 
have discussed above that there would be no second order g-matrix diagram. 
Figure (10) 
(2.3) Kinematical Considerations: 
For the case of two interacting nucleons in states r and s, we define the centre of mass 
and relative coordinates and momenta: 
R = '/2 (ri + r:); r = ri - r:; 
Krs = k r + k s ; k r s = ' / 2 ( k r - k s ) . (26) 
Using these definitions we can rewrite the two nucleon unperturbed product wave function: 
^rs(ri,r2) = I/O. exp(ikrTi) exp(iksT2) 
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= 1/lQ exp(iKrs»R) exp(i krs*r), (27) 
and the action of the operator e and Q in the intermediate states p and q: 
e I pq > = [ £(1% Kpq + kpq |) +E(|>/z Kpq - kpq |)-W] I pq > , (28) 
and Q I pq > = I pq > if I'A Kpq + kpq | >kF and {Vz Kpq- kpq| >kF, (29) 
= 0 otherwise 
Since all operators Q, e, G, v conserve total momentum, total momentum of the correlated 
wave function H-'rs(ri,r2) would be the same as that of the unperturbed two nucleon state 
<I^ rs(ri,J"2)- Hence we can write: 
^rs(ri,r2) = l/QQxp{iK,,*R)^rs(krs'r). (30) 
Using G (W) <I>rs(ri,r2) = v ^rs(rhr2), we can write 
<pq | G ( w ) | r s > = < p q | v | ^ r s > 
= I ^ ; (r,,r2)vTrs(r,,r2)d^r,d\2 
= \/n |exp(-iKpq«R) exp(-ikpqT)v x \/Q. exp(iKrs'R) "Prs (krs^r)d\ d^R 
< pq IG (w) I rs > = 1/^ 5(Kpq ,Krs) j exp(-ikpqT)v !F„ (krs 'r)d\. 
-l/Cl 6(Kpq K„), < pq |G (W) I 'Frsfkrs'r) > (31) 
Equation (31) suggests that in order to evaluate the matrix element of G (W) required to 
evaluate the energy of the system (equation (13)) with v replaced by G ), we must first know 
^rs(krs *!"). To achicvc this we follow the procedure outlined below. 
Equation (22) along with eqs. (27) and (30) leads us to: 
exp(iKrs*R)^rs(krs*r) ^ exp( IKrs^R )exp( ikrs,T) - Q/e exp( iKrs'R)%s(krs'r) .. (32) 
Introducing a complete set of two particle states in the second part of the above equation we 
get: 
Y, (Q/e) I kK > < kK I V I exp( iKrs*R)¥rs(krs'r) > = 
kK 
Y, (Q( k, K) /e( k, K) )exp( iK^^'R )exp( i k^s'r) /Q 
kK 
X j exp(-iK«R')exp(-i k«r') v exp( iKrs'R')'{'rs(krs*r') d^Rd^r 
The above equation, after separating the centre of mass motion, gives the following result: 
"Frsfkrs-r) = exp( i kr,.r) - I K (r, r') V (r) Wrs(krs'r) d\', (33) 
where K (r,r') = j d \ / (Inf Q (k,Krs) / e( k,Krs) exp [ik (r- r ) ] . (34) 
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equation (33) is called the Bethe-Goldstone integral equation for the relative motion and can 
be solved to get ¥rs(krs*r) using matrix inversion technique. 
(2.3.1) The Pauli Operator: 
The Pauli operator Q is an important ingredient of eq.(34), hence we need to 
understand how Q works in a many-body system, the nuclear matter. To understand the 
working of Pauli operator in eq. (34) we draw a Fermi sphere of radius kp, shown in figure 
(11a). Initial two nucleons with momentum kr, kg interact via two body potential v. For the 
bound state problem both the interacting nucleons have momenta < kp. These nucleons get 
excited in the intermediate state having same total momentum Krs (due to conservation of 
total momentum) but can have any relative momentum k. However since all momentum 
states up to kp are occupied in nuclear matter, the excited nucleons must go to only those 
intermediate momentum states that are outside the Fermi sphere (k > kp) When this condition 
is not satisfied the Pauli operator Q = 0, otherwise Q = 1 as shown in figures (1 lb) and (1 Ic). 
Figure (11) 
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The individual momenta of the nucleons for a relative momentum k in the intermediate state 
would be: 
ki = I '/2 Krs+k I and k2= | Vi Krs- k | 
From the above expression it is obvious that both ki and ki depend also on the angle between 
Krs and k. To eliminate this angle dependence, angle averaged Pauli operator is used in 
practice. This approximation is discussed in subsection 2.3.4. 
(2.3.2) The Correlated Wave Function: 
We have defined the correlated two nucleon wave function ^rs(krs*r) through 
eqs.(19) and (33). Its evaluation is not a problern once the energy denominator e(k,Krs) is 
known(by choosing an appropriate single particle energy spectrum). However, here we 
discuss the physical meaning of Wrs( krs'r). In particular we show after making appropriate 
approximations that Wrs( krs'r) represents the scattered wave function of the two interacting 
nucleons in nuclear matter. 
In equation (33) we make the simplification: Q = 1 and replace the single particle energies in 
the energy denominator e (k, Krs) by their kinetic energies. This would then amount to 
considering the scattering of two free nucleons. 
The starting energy W is then given by: 
W = h^/(2m) kr^  + h^/(2m) ks^  
However, we have defined the total momentum KQ = Krs = kr + ks; and relative momentum 
ko= krs= '/2( kr - ks) of the initial two interacting nucleons. 
Using this we can rewrite the starting energy W as: 
W = hV (2M) Ko^  + h^/i2[i) ko^  
where M is the total mass and jj. is the reduced mass of the pair. 
Proceeding similarly for the self energies of the nucleons in the intermediate state (where k is 
the relative momentum of the two excited nucleons in the intermediate state): 
E( I V2 Krs+ k I) + E(| '/2 Krs- k I) = h /^ (2M) Ko^  + h^/(2^) k^, 
Note that due to momentum conservation, the total momentum in the intermediate is KQ. 
Using the above expressions, the energy denominator e (k, Krs) in equation (34) is given by 
the following expression under our approximation: 
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E (k, Krs) = h^ / (2 ^) k^  - h /^(2 n) ko^  (34) 
Using this in K(r, r ) (which is now a free particle propagator) in eq. (34) we have: 
K(r, r) = j dV (2%f exp (ik«(r-r')) / (k^ -ko^  +is) 
= exp(iko-|r^r|)/(47r|r-r|) (35) 
Using this resuh in equation (33) we obtain: 
'Prs(ko'r) = exp( i ko-r)- j exp( i ko -I r-r' |)/(47t | r- r'|) v(r') !F„r^o-r';d^ r' (36) 
This is the well-known integral equation for free two-nucleon scattering. Thus the integral 
equation (33) represents the scattering of two nucleons in presence of other nucleons in 
nuclear matter. In nuclear matter the Pauli operator Q = 0 for excitations within the Fermi sea 
and hence k=ko would not be allowed in Equation (35). Due to this: ¥rs ~ exp (i ko'r) quickly 
as r~ 00 and thus there is no phase shift. This property is known as healing. However, if one 
of the initial nucleon is outside the Fermi sea (the case when we calculate the optical 
potential for scattering case) there would be a pole in the propagator allowed by the Pauli 
operator leading to non zero phase-shift. 
(2.3.3) Partial Wave Expansion: 
In order to evaluate the matrix element of the reaction matrix we have to solve the 
following integral equation: 
^( k'r) = exp(i k'r) - | K(r, r') v(r')^( k'r' )d\', (3 7) 
where K( r, r') = jd^kV (25T)^ Q (k',K)/e(k',K)exp[ik'«(r- r')], (38) 
and K and k are the centre of mass and relative momentum in 
the initial state and k' is the relative momentum in the 
intermediate state. Total momentum conservation ensures 
that the total momentum in the intermediate state is also K. 
Q is the Pauli operator that ensures that the nucleons in the 
excited state (shown in figure (12)) have momentum 
Figure 12 
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p+, p.> kp. The energy denominator e (k', K) is: 
e(k',K) = E(p.,K) + E(p.,K) - W, (39) 
where E(p+ ,K), E( p. ,K) are the energies of the nucleons in the intermediate state and W is 
the starting energy. 
In order to have a partial wave expansion of equation (37) we have to first eliminate the 
angle dependence in the Pauli operator and energy denominator of equation (38). The 
procedure generally used is briefly described below. 
(2.3.4) Angle Averaged Pauli Operator: 
As discussed above both the Pauli operator Q in eq.(37) and the energy denominator 
(eq. (39)) involve the angle between the total and relative momenta of the two nucleon state. 
To eliminate this angle dependence, angle averaged Pauli operator is used [2, 5,10]. We 
describe this approximation below. 
The momentum of the two nucleons (p+, p.) in the intermediate state are related to the 
relative and center of mass momentum as shown below: 
k' =1/2 (p+-p.) andK= p+ + p. 
=> p+ = 1/2 K + k' andp.= 1/2 K - k' (40) 
Now as shown in figure (10) the Pauli operator would satisfy the following relation: 
Q I p+,p-> = 1 if both p+ and p. > kp 
= 0 otherwise. 
Now we express the momentum p+ and p. in term of relative and centre of mass momentum. 
Using equation (40), we have (both the momenta p+ _p. > kp): 
P4.^  = '/4 K^  + k'^  + K.k' > kp^  
and p? = % K^  + k'^  - K.k' > kp^  . 
=^ K.k'>-('/4K2 + k'^ -kF^) 
and - K.k' > kp^  -VA K^ - k'^  
=> K.k'<('/4 K^  + k'^-kp^). 
Denoting by 0 the angle between the vectors K and k' we finally get the following constraint 
on the angle (9), due to Pauli principle: 
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( VA K^+k'^  V ) / (Kk') > Cose >- ( VA Y} + k'^  - kp )^ / (Kk'). (41) 
Defining A = ('/4 K^  + k''^  - kp^ ) / ( Kk'), we have the following constraint (the maximum 
value of A would be unity). 
A > Cos0 > -A. 
Finally the Pauli operator can be written as: 
Q (p+,p.) = Q (k',K,Cose ) = 1 if A > CosG > -A. 
= 0 otherwise. 
In order to eliminate Cos9 dependence we define the angle averaged Pauli operator in the 
following: 
+ ^ 
Q{k ,K)^y^\ d (Cose) Q (k', K, CosB) 
= y^\ d(Cos0) = A. 
-A 
Thus we finally get the angle averaged Pauli operator as: 
Q{k',K) =A if-1 < A < 1 • (42) 
= 1 if A>1 
= 0 if A<0. 
Thus instead of the usual Pauli operator we shall use in eq. (37) the angle averaged Pauli 
operator as defined by equation (42). 
(2.3.5) The Energy Denominator: 
The energy denominator to be used in the solution of Equation (37) can be rewritten as: 
e (k', K) = E(p+=| 1/2 K + k' I ,K) + E(p.= | 1/2K - k' |, K) - W. 
The above expression clearly shows that the energies of the nucleons in intermediate state 
expressed as a function of relative and centre of mass momentum would depend on CosG 
also. We eliminate this angle dependence in a manner similar to the angle averaging used for 
Pauli operator as discussed above. 
The single particle energy spectrum of the nucleons in intermediate state can be written as: 
E (p, K) = Kinetic energy + Potential energy, 
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In order to achieve self consistency we use the following polynomial parameterization of the 
potential energy 
V (p+) = V 0 + V, p+^  + V2 p / , this gives us: 
V(p+) + V(p.) = 2Vo + Vi(p+2+p?) + V 2 ( p / + P-'). 
Using eq. (40) we can rewrite the above in the following form: 
V (p+) + V (p.) = 2 Vo + 2Vi QA K^  + k'^)+ 2V2 [(% K^ + k'^)V( K.k')^] . 
Thus the term containing fourth power of momentum would have the dependence on CosG . 
We replace this term in the above expansion by its angle averaged value [10] as shown 
below: 
(K.k')'= <(K.k ')2> ='/2jd(Cose) ( K . k f Q (k',K,Cose) 
= 1/3 A^ (K.k' f (43) 
In view of eq.(43), angle averaging for energies of nucleons in intermediate state amount to 
the following replacement in single particle spectrum: 
p±^-> 'AK^ + k'^ ± l/(V3)A^'2Kk' (44) 
Thus equation (44) is essentially our angle average approximation for the energies of the 
nucleons in the intermediate state. 
(2.3.6) Partial Wave Expansion Of Equation (37): 
After replacing the Pauli operator and energy denominator by the angle averaged 
values we can proceed ahead with partial wave break up [2,5] of eq.(37). 
The first step is to perform the partial wave breakup of the kernel 
K( r, r) - 1 d^k'/(2;i)^ Q( k',K)/ e(k', K) exp [ ik'«(r- r')] 
- Y, (21+1) V (471/ (21+1)) y,0(r,r') G, (r, r' ), (45) 
where Gi(r, r' ) = J k'^ d k'ji (k ' r) ji( k'r') Q( k',K) /e(k',K). 
The second step is to expand the plane wave: 
exp( i k-r) xs - X( 21+1 ) i' V( 47t/ ( 21+1)) ji( kr) Xs (46) 
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Using the eqs.(45) and (46) in equation (37), coupling the angular momentum and spin and 
noting down the presence of tensor force (refs.[2,5,10]), we get the following result for the 
radial part Un''^ (r) of the correlated two nucleon wave function: 
CO 
Ui^ir) = JAkr)5,,-4nY, \r''dr'G,{ry)vi^\r')Uf.{r') (47) 
/" 0 
where Uf'xs the radial part of the correlated two nucleon wave function. We have 
numerically solved the above equation using standard matrix inversion technique. 
(2.4) Treatment Of The Hard Core: 
vri"''^ (r) in eq (47) is, the realistic two nucleon potential. The inter-nucleon potential is 
either obtained empirically by fitting the deuteron ground state properties and n-n phase-shift 
data or the OBEP models. Many of these potentials have hard-core repulsion at short 
distances defined as below 
V( r) = GO for r < re 
We adopt the following procedure to handle the presence of Hard -Core (as in refs. [5, 10]): 
We define: V(r) U(r) = Xb {r-r^) for r < r^ and we determine A, by imposing the condition 
that the radial part of the wave function U(r)=0 at r = re. Using this we can write equation 
(47), for the simpler case of 1 ==^1' (uncoupled states); 
00 
Uf{r) = j,{kr)-47U''^XG,{r,r,)-47:\r''dr'G,{ry)vf{r')Uf{r') (48) 
Imposing the condition that the wave functions must vanish at r = re, we get: 
00 
Using equafion (49) in (48) we finally obtain: 
Giirc,rc) 
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Using the above result in Equation (47) we finally obtain: 
G,{rc,rc) ^ 
GAr,r,)^^^f^]Z v^kr')Uf^^(r') (51) 
Gi(rc,r,.) V 
00 
where S,{r) = [j,{kr) - j,{krj ^'^''''\] 
G lire,re) 
and F,(r,r') = G,(,,,') - G,(r,r,)^4^] 
G lire,re) 
Using Eq.(51) one can determine the diagonal matrix element of the G(W): 
^ <ksOT5| G(W) I ksm^ -^^ X "^^^^s I ^  I Vk(sw5)> 
= 4; r j ; (2J + l) Y^{-j^{kr,)lG,{r^,r,)-^ 
]r''dr'S,{kr) ^ v^f. {r')U ;f. {r') ] (52) 
/ ' = | / - / | 
(2.5) Single Particle Potential Energy: 
The single particle potential energy of an incident nucleon of momentum k is then: 
V (k,E)= 2«<0') Z I 1/2 (2T+1)(2S+1) [ j ; <ksw,jG(W)|ks/n,>] (53) 
J T S ntg 
If the incident nucleon has momentum k > kp , the kernel (propagator) eq.(45) is then 
complex and hence the matrix element of the g-matrix would be complex. This complex part 
comes from the root of the energy denominator when outgoing wave boundary condition is 
applied for the evaluation of the wavefunction. Thus the presence of the imaginary part in the 
single particle potential energy in eq.(53) gives us the optical potential. However, for incident 
nucleon momentum k < kp the pole in the kernel is disallowed by the Pauli operator, and 
hence the potential (eq.(53)) is purely real. 
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We have used equation (53) to calculate the single particle potential. However its calculation 
requires single particle energies in the energy denominator as discussed earlier. Thus the 
problem of calculating the single particle potential requires a self consistent approach. We 
can achieve self-consistency by an iteration process. In order to perform self-consistency we 
choose the following parameterization as the initial guess for the single particle potential 
energies. 
V(k) = a + bk^+ck^+dk^ forO<k<km (53a) 
V(k) = a'-b'exp(-c'k^) for km<k<a^ (53b) 
where a, b, c, d, a', b' and c' are constants and k is the momentum of the nucleon. The values 
of the parameters a to d are determined by fitting eq.(53a) to the calculated potential eq.(53) 
in the range 0 < k < km- We take km = 5 fm''. The constant a' to c' are obtained by fitting 
eq.(53b) to the calculated potential in the region km < k < oo. Self-consistency is readily 
achieved after 5 to 6 iterations if a good imtial guess is made. 
Using the result of self consistent potential we can calculate single particle energy E (k): 
E ( k ) = h V / ( 2 m ) + V ( k , E ) , (54) 
and the average energy per nucleon of nuclear matter would be: 
k • !•' 
E /A = j k^ dk [ h ¥ / (2m) +1/2 V (k,E) ] / J k^dk. (55) 
0 0 
The factor of V2 in the above expression appears to avoid the double counting of pairs. 
(2.6) Calculation Procedure: 
We now list the steps followed for numerical calculation of the self consistent single 
particle optical potential and the binding energy of nuclear matter. 
1. Choose a Fermi momentum kp: 0.5 -> 2.0 f"'. 
2. Choose the initial parameters of the single particle spectrum: 
,2 ,^7 1,4 , Tr , 6 V (k) = Vo + V, r +V2 r + V3 r for O < k < k, m 
V(k) = a'-b'exp(-c'k^) for km<k<oo 
Starting from a set of guess values for the parameters VQ, VI, V2 ,¥3 and a', b' and c' at a 
given value of kp. 
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3. Choose a momentum of the incident nucleon k : 0.1 —> 6.0 f"', and calculate its potential 
energy using step 2. 
4. Choose a momentum, j , of the target nucleon in the Fermi sea: 0 < j < kp. and calculate 
its potential energy using step 2. 
5. Calculate the relative and centre of mass momentum ko and KQ, of the initial nucleons k 
and j . (We choose 5-point Gauss integration for the magnitude of the target nucleon j and 
also for the angle between the vectors k and j). 
6. Calculate the Green's function Gi (r,r') using Eq.(45) for relative angular momentum 
1 = 0,1,2,3,4,5,6 and choose the radial mesh: ( r , r ' ) : re —>• 10 f (50 points), re =0 for a 
soft core inter-nucleon potential. Thus there would be 6x50x50 values of the propagator. 
The radial mesh should have small interval size for short inter-nucleon distances. 
7. Calculate the nucleon-nucleon potential vn''^  ( r ) for all possible LSTJ states (L < 6); (We 
have considered 25 intemculeon states including four tensor coupled states.). 
8. Solve the Bethe-Godstone integral Equation Eq. (51) for the radial part of the correlated 
two nucleon wave function U||'''^ (r) using matrix inversion. 
9. Calculate the matrix element of the G-matrix Eq. (52) and then the single particle 
potential energy V (k, E) using Eq. (53) after integrating over the angles (Five) and the 
momentum (Five) of the target nucleon. Thus we would have to repeat steps 4 to 9, 25 
times. 
10. Repeat from step 3 to 9 for a different value of the incident momentum k. (We have 
taken twenty values of k: 0 < k < 6 F"'). 
11. Obtain a fit to the potential energy: V(k) = Vo + Vi k^  +V2 k'' + V2 k^ ie. Obtain a new 
set of values for the parameters: VQ, Vi, V2 and V3. 
12. Repeat from step 2 to step 11 to obtain self-consistency of the parameters VQ, Vi, V2 and 
V3 at a given value of kp. This task generally requires about 5 cycles. 
13. Calculate the total single particle energy E (k) and then the binding energy of nuclear 
matter at the chosen value of kp using eqs.(54) and (55). 
14. Repeat from step 1 to 13 for a different value of kp . 
15. Repeat the whole process (stepl to step 14) for both Soft and Hard Core intemucleon 
potentials (denoted by v-14 and HJ). 
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The calculation of optical potential for a finite nucleus essentially involves various 
forms of local density approximation [1-6]. In this chapter we have used the approach 
suggested by Brieva and Rook [2-4]. It should be noted that we do not use the generalized 
reference spectrum method [2-4] but solve the integral equation using matrix inversion 
technique. The basic idea behind this approach is that radial dependence of the effective inter 
nucleon interaction, the g-matrix is obtained by imposing the condition that the matrix 
element of g reproduces the nuclear matter (NM) potential. The g-matrix is then folded over 
the point nucleon density inside the nucleus to give a nucleon-nucleus optical potential. The 
microscopic optical potential thus obtained is used to calculate the differential cross-section, 
analyzing power and reaction cross section for the elastic scattering of nucleons. 
W.H. in collaboration with others [5, 6] have developed the effective interaction code to 
calculate the numerical g-matrices using the old Hamada-Johnston [7] hard-core and also a 
more modern soft-core Urbana v-14 [8] inter-nucleon potential after solving the Bethe-
Goldstone integral equation. Appropriate combinations [2-4, 9] of g-matrices (gpp, gpn, gm, 
and n^p) are then folded over point proton and neutron densities to obtain the nucleon-
nucleus optical model potential. Equivalent local approximation [2-4] is used for the 
exchange terms to obtain a fully local microscopic optical model potential. The present 
approach, as compared with the non-local optical potential of ref [10,11], would help avoid 
solving the integral-differential equation to obtain observables for nucleon scattering. Further 
the calculated local microscopic optical model potential can be easily compared with the 
empirical potentials. The calculated potential has been applied successfully in the past to 
analyses the scattering of protons from '*°Ca [9, 12]. An attempt is made in the present work 
to extend the application of the above approach to the scattering of protons from a wider 
energy and mass region of targets. 
In section 3.2 and 3.4 we describe briefly the procedure for obtaining radial dependence of 
two nucleon g-matrices and the Local Density Approximation (LDA) for calculating the 
different components (direct central and direct spin orbit and exchange central and spin- orbit 
parts) of the nucleon-nucleus optical potential. 
In section 3.4 we describe the effective mass correction [6, 13] to the optical potential. 
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(3.2) Fladial Dependence Of g-Matrices: 
In order to calculate the radial dependence of the nucleon-nucleon effective interaction, 
g-matrix, we follow the approach proposed by Siemens [14], Instead of imposing the 
requirement that the approximate g should reproduce the binding energy of nuclear matter 
when it is used in lowest Bom approximation we define g so as to reproduce the nuclear 
matter complex optical potential. This condition allows us to obtain radial dependence of g-
matrices as in ref [3]. We briefly describe the procedure in the following. 
We consider a nucleon with energy E and momentum k moving in an infinite symmetric 
nuclear matter of matter density PNM and fermi momentum kp related by (on-shell choice): 
P = 2 - (1) 
3 71 2 F 
The energy E and momentum k are assumed to be related by (on-shell choice): 
1 2 
E = J i _ + Re[ U(k ;k,E)] (2) 
2m 
where rn is the nucleon mass and U (kp; k, E) is the single particle complex optical potential 
felt by the incident nucleon. This nucleon collides with a bound nucleon with momentum p 
with Ipl < kp. We introduce the total and relative momentum for the nucleon pair, 
Ko = k + p, (3a) 
ko - (k -p ) /2 , (3b) 
and recall r their relative coordinate. The radial part of the correlated wave function of the 
two nucleons U[L.„ (r) is calculated as discussed in chapter 1. L, S and J refer to the orbital 
angular momentum, total spin and total angular momentum respectively of the nucleon pair. 
Angular momentum L' allows for the tensor coupling in the intemucleon interaction and a 
represents the dependence of the wave function on E, k, p andn 
A diagonal representation of g in coordinate space is easily obtained from the 
equation(discussed earlier in the section ('Reaction Matrix")) 
<0 |g | (D> = < 0 | V | ^ > , (4) 
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where |(j)) is a plane wave state characterized by the relative momentum of the pair, V is the 
realistic intemucleon potential and |\|/\ is the correlated two-nucleon wave-function. 
We obtain, in states of L, S, J quantum state of the two interacting nucleons [3, 4], which 
would satisfy equation (4): 
Z I TTh('-)vii'.(r)Ui,l(r) 
where II ( r ) = ko r JL( kor ), with JL ( x ) the spherical Bessel function of order L, and 
V ' ,(r) are the reduced matrix elements of realistic internucleon force and U,' (r) is the 
radial part of the correlated two nucleon wave function. For singlet states, the sum over L' in 
equation (5) does not apply. In triplet states it is convenient to have a J-independent 
interaction, namely 
f [2i + ik/''"'('-;p»«.-E) 
For practical purposes and computational simplicity an L-independent effective interaction 
can be defined in states of spin S and isospin T 
^[^'^'^''^^"^^'"'^4'^''^' (7) 
where the sum over L is over even or odd values so as to have negative total parity. The g 
effective interactions are complex and function of density and energy. 
D PP D PN 
For incident protons we define the quantities, g' and g ' , the direct part of the central 
PP and pn effective interactions respecfively [2]: 
D ,PP _ 2. / 01 
c - 4 ( g " ' + 3 g " ) (8) 
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and g - ™ = i ( 3 g ' " + g " ' + g " + 3 g " ) , (9) 
O 
For the exchange part of the central pp and pn effective interactions we can define the 
quantities g^^'''^ andg^^'™ as: 
EX.PP ^ 1 ., _ 3 . . ) . (10) 
^ 4 
EX.PN 1 /T 10 , 01 00 o 11 \ /I 1N 
gc = 7 ( 3 g + g - g - 3 g ) (11) 
8 
Similarly, gjo ""and g°p™ are the direct parts of the spin-orbit pp and pn effective interaction 
respectively and are defined by [3]: 
S so ~ § SO ^^ ^^  
and ^ 5 0 =—i~'Sso + Sso) (13) 
and g^^-'''' and g '^^ '™, the exchange part of the spin-orbit pp and pn effective interactions 
respectively are defined by: 
EX ,PP 11 . 1 . ^ 
g so = - g so (14) 
^EX,PN 1 / ^ l O o ^ l l ^ 
and gso ^-^y^so-^Sso) . (15) 
Thus using equation (7) we can easily calculate different components of effective interaction 
(equation 8-15) to be used in the next section to calculate the proton-nucleus optical 
potential. 
(3.3) Folding Procedure: 
The nucleon-nucleus optical potential, M is written as the sum of a local direct term 
and a non-local exchange term [2- 4], namely 
Mv}/(r,) = I( t ) ; ( r , )g ' ( | r , . r , | ,p(R),E)( l )„(r , )d^r , i | ; ( r , ) 
+ I^ ; ( r2 )g ' ' ( | r , - r , | , p (R) ,E)M;( r , )d^ r , ( j ) „ ( r , ) (16) 
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where ri and TI refer to the radial coordinates of the incident and the bound nucleons 
respectively, (j) (r ) is the bound-state single-particle wave function with n representing the 
appropriate quantum numbers and g^ and g^^ are the direct and exchange effective nucleon-
nucleon interactions. Both g^ and g^^ have essentially the following structure 
g( ri, r2 :E) = g c( ri, rs: E ) + g so( ri, r2: E ) L . S + other terms (17) 
That is a central plus a spin-orbit component of the NN effective force. From equation (16), it 
is convenient to define a local equivalent optical potential U by 
U ( r j , E ) v , ; ( r j ) = j M ( r , , r , ' : E ) V); ( r , ' ) r , ' (18) 
where T (ri) is the scattering wave function of the incident nucleon. The nucleon-nucleus 
optical potential can now be written in the standard form (neglecting the tensor part): 
U( r , ,E) = Uc(r , ,E) + Uso(ri,E) (19) 
where Uc( r, , E) = - V( r,, E) - iW( rj, E) (20) 
and Uso(ri,E) = [ Vso( r,,E ) + iWso(r,,E) ] i,. s, (21) 
refer to the central and the spin-orbit component of the nucleon-nucleus optical potential. In 
equation (21), li and Si= ^ ^ are the incident nucleon orbital angular momentums and spin 
2 
respectively. The evaluation of the effective NN interaction, g° and g^^ , in finite nuclei is 
quite difficult. However, a hypothesis [2 - 4] is made that these effective interactions in finite 
nuclei can be approximated by the local, density and energy dependant effective interactions 
calculated in infinite nuclear matter, i.e.; 
Sci" irn'':-,E)« gl'S ( ( \ n - r,\ ):p{R), E ) (22) 
where p(R) is the nuclear matter density at 
R - ( r i + r 2 ) / 2 (23) 
Using equations (16), (18) and (22) we can obtain the local equivalent nucleon-nucleus 
optical potential U (ri, E). 
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(3.3.1) Direct Part Of The Central Optical Potential: 
In this subsection, we discuss the calculation of direct component of the central optical 
potential. The expression for the direct central optical potential is given by: 
U ^ ( r , , E ) = X J ( t ) ; ( r j g ^ ( |r, - r J ; p ( R ) , E )(t)„(r,)dr, (24) 
n 
equation (24) can be written, in term of the single-particle density distribution in the target 
nucleus as, 
U ^ ( r , , E ) = J p(r3)g^"( |r, - r J ; p ( R ) , E )dr^ (25) 
where p ( z ) = J (j) *„ (z)(() J z ) (26) 
n 
is the single-particle density distribution. For incident protons we incorporate in equation 
(25) the differences between neutron and proton matter densities and pp and pn effective 
interactions. The expression for the direct component of the central optical potential for 
incident proton can be written as; 
\Jl''(v,,E)= jPp(r,)g^-''''( |r, - r , | ; p ( R ) , E > , 
+ jp^(r,)g°'™(|r,-r, |;p(R),E )dr, (27) 
equation (27) coupled with equations (8) and (9) is used to calculate the direct part of central 
component of the optical potential. 
(3.3.2) Exchange Part Of The Central Optical Potential: 
The exchange part of the central optical potential can be written as ; 
U, '"(r , ,E)i , ;(r ,) = X jfn (^ ^ ) § ' " ( K - r , | ;p(R) , E )(|)„ (r, ) i | /(r ,)dr, (28) 
n 
We use the equivalent local approximation [3] to factorize out \|/ (ri) from equation (28).In 
order to include the difference between proton and neutron matter densities and the 
difference between pp and pn central effective interactions, we write the above equation (28) 
in the following form [2, 4]: 
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U^"''^'(r,,E)= jpp(r,,r^)g^^''^^( |r, - r J ;p(R) , E )],( k | r , - r , | )dr 
+ j P^'^'Ol , EX ,PN 'C (kl - h ; p (R) ,E ) L ( k | r , - r J )dn (29) 
where p ( x , y) = X ^[(^^'^„(y) (30) 
is the single particle mixed density. The proton and neuron single-particle mixed densities in 
equation (29), in the first approximation, are given by the first term of an expansion proposed 
by Negele and Vautherin [13] i.e; 
Pi=(P,N)(r i '^2)^Pi-
1^ ^ 2 
( P , N ) 
V (sk,y 
[sin(skp)-skp cos(skp)J (31) 
with s = Iri-ral, and kp being the magnitude of Fermi momentum. 
(3.3.3) Direct Part of the Spin-Orbit Optical Potential: 
In this subsection we present the commonly used prescription [4 - 6] for obtaining the 
direct part of the spin-orbit potential .The direct part of the spin-orbit optical potential [4] is 
given by: 
UsVr , 'E ) = Z j f „ ( r , )g , ^ J | r , - r , | ; p ,E )l.S(^ „ (r,)dr, (32) 
l.s = r X p.s = - ( r , - T^)x (p, - p^Us^ + s j (33) 
The product l.s in equation (32) can be written as; 
J_ 
2 
where pi (pa) and S] ($2) refer to the momentum and spin vectors of the incident (bound) 
nucleons. Changing the interaction variables in equation (32) to x = ra - ri we obtain: 
1 
K (V E) = - - 1 [ P^k + ^ )8s'o ^^' P' E)^dx X (P, - PP-(s, + s^ ] (34) 
where p( h + ^ l ) = 2 K ( ^ i + ^ )^n(ri + ^) ' (35) 
The integration over p2 vanishes, since no direction of the bound nucleon is preferred, while 
the sum over the bound nucleon spin S2 is zero for a spin zero nuclei. This gives us; 
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U°o(r, ,E) = - - j p ( |r, + x| )g^o (x; p, E)xdx xp,.s , (36) 
The expression given by equation (36) is exact. It can be approximated in coordinate space 
provided the direct part of spin-orbit force is of sufficiently short range .Nuclear density can 
be expanded around x = 0 
p{r^ + x) = p{r,)^ x.[V,/7(r, + x)\__, + (37) 
using eq. (37) in eq. (36) we get to the first order in the derivation of the density; 
(38) ^ so ( ' ' i 'E ) = - j ^ B (p ,E) - ^ ^ I p S , 
'1 
where B° (p, E) is given by 
B ° ( p , E ) = j g ° o ( x ; p , E ) x ' d x (39) 
If we include the difference between the proton and neutron densities, we obtain the 
following expression for the direct part of the spin-orbit optical potential for incident protons: 
U D ,P SO ( r , ,E) = 7T | g 3 V ^ x ; p , E ) x ^ d x 1 a , , 
rj OTj ^ 
1 d + Jgg^' ( x ; p , E ) x dx - — - p j r , ) 
1 " "1 
l,.s, (40) 
(3.3.4) Exchange Part Of The Spin-Orbit Optical Potential: 
In this subsection we present the final expression [4] for calculating the exchange part 
of the spin-orbh potential under the short range approximation. When the difference between 
the proton and neutron densities and the difference between exchange part of pp and pn spin-
orbit effective interactions are included, the expression for the exchange spin-orbit optical 
potential for the incident proton can be written as: 
3 Ti EX ,P / T- \ 2 
U _ • ( r , E ) = - 7 t so Th EX ,PP 3 ^ j§s"o'" ( x ; p , E ) j , ( k x ) x M x r, or, ^ 
I ^ ' 1 
J f „ EX ,PN , T- N • / , X 3 , 1 9 
- J g s o (x ;p ,E) j , (kx )x'dx - — p _ ^ ( r , ) l.-s, (41) 
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(3.4) Effective Mass Correction: 
In this section, we describe the calculation of effective mass correction[6] to the 
optical potential .This treatment of the effective mass correction slightly differs from that 
generally used [6,13]. We show that both the real and imaginary parts of the central and the 
spin-orbit components of the optical potential get modified 




+ V(k) + iW(k) = E (42) 
Here in equation (42) we have suppressed the spin and other variables for the sake of 
convenience only. The local momentum ko of the incident nucleon, at which the g-matrix 
calculations are done to determine U(k) is calculated using only the real part of the potential 
in the following equation: 
h^k^ 
2 m 
+ V(k ) = E (43) 
Therefore we are in error when we use the optical potential calculated at ko, in eq. (42). If the 
potential U(k) does not vary strongly with k, the error in using U(ko) in eq. (42) can be easily 
calculated and is called the effective mass correction. The results may be obtained as follows. 
If we expand V(k) and W(k) around ko^ and retain only first-order terms and then using (43) 
in (42) gives; 
iW(k J h ^ 
2m + V(kJ + 
1 + dv . aw^ +1 
BE dE k=ko 
= E (44) 
Comparing equations (42) and (44) gives; 
Uop,(k) = V ( k J + iW(ko) (45) 
, f dY .dW) 
1 + + 1 
[dE dE k=k 
The above treatment can be easily extended to include spins. Treating the spin-orbit potential 
(Vs.o+ iWso) a.l on the same footing as the imaginary part and neglecting the terms like 
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dVsof dE (which are expected to be small) we get: 
U.,(k) = V(kJ + iW(kJ + K o ( k J + iW3,(kjJa.l (46) 
, (dw . aw "^  1 + — + 1 — 
U E dE /k=k 
0 _ 
Simplifying the above expression, we can write down different components (i.e real central, 
U '^  (k)! imaginary centralu ' (k)»real spin-orbit yR (k) and imaginary spin-orbitu= (k) 
C V " / ' - - - C 
parts) of the optical potential as: 
so so 
W(ko) 








u U k ) -
W (ko ) f 1 + av 
aE (48) 
^ av 1 + ^aw ^' 
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From equations (47) - (50) we note that not only the central imaginary part is modified (as 
has been considered by various authors [13]) but the effective mass correction should also be 
included in the real central,and spin-orbit part of the calculated optical potential. This has 
been suggested long back by C. Mahaux [AIP conference [15]. The calculation of elastic 
scattering using equations (47) - (50) shall henceforth be denoted by m*. 
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(3.5) Conclusions: 
In this chapter we have outlined the folding procedure used to calculate the direct part 
of the central optical potential (eq. 27), its exchange part (eq. 29), direct part of the spin-
orbit optical potential (eq. 40) and its exchange part (eq. 41). We have also described the 
effective mass correction to the optical potential. In chapter 4 and chapter5 we use these 
equations for calculation of proton-nucleus and neutron nucleus optical potentials 
respectively, for different target nuclei. 
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In this chapter we describe our results for the calculated proton-nucleus optical 
potential in the energy region 65-200 MeV for the scattering of protons from '*°Ca and °^^ Pb, 
(the method of calculation is described in chapter III, as described earlier) in first order 
Brueclcner theory, using both the Urbana v -14 soft-core [2] and Hamada - Johnston (HJ) 
hard-core [1] interactions. We have also made a systematic study of energy dependence of 
Mean Square Radii and the volume integrals of the optical model potentials for the above 
mentioned targets,using equations (27), (30), (40) and (44) as described in the previous 
chapter. The numerical g-matrices (effective interaction) calculated at the specific energies 
are folded over the point proton and neutron densities of the target nucleus (for "^ C^a nucleus 
we use LRAY density [3], and in case of "^=Pb we use density obtained from RMF 
calculations [4]) to calculate different components of nucieon-nucleus optical potential using 
local density approximation. Experimental observables are obtained using the calculated 
potential U (E, r) in a spherical optical model code. 
(4.1) Real Part of Central Optical Potential: 
The calculated real part of the central optical potential is shown in fig 4.1(a) for p-'*°Ca 
at incident energies Ep = 65.0, 80.0, 135.0, 160.0, 181.3 and 200.0MeV, using Urbana v-14 
realistic interaction. The potential and its shape in the nuclear interior changes rapidly with 
energy and the strength of these attractive potential decreases with increasing energy. The 
shape of the potential carmot be described by a simple Saxon -Woods type. As the incident 
energy increases the real potential is assuming the well known wine bottle bottom shape. 
1. The potential remains attractive at all incident energies ranges from 65MeV to 200.0MeV. 
2. The value of the real central optical potential is about 16.0 at 200MeV and 43.0 at 65MeV. 
Fig 4.1(b) shows respectively the radial shape of calculated real central optical 
potential using Hamada -Johnston (HJ) realistic interaction at the corresponding energies for 
V -14. The results of our calculation indicate that the use of HJ interaction gives rise to a real 
central potential which is similar to the one obtained when v-14 interaction is used. 
However, the two potentials differ in the following respects : 
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1. The real central optical potential using v-14 interaction in the interior region is more 
attractive (by about 8 MeV) as compared with that using HJ interaction. 
2. At low energies the real central optical potential using v-14 interaction decreases 
smoothly with the radial distance, where as that using HJ interaction shows more 
pronounced enhancement at a radial distance around r = 4fm . 
(4.2) Imaginary Part of Central Optical Potential: 
We now describe features of the imaginary part of our calculated central optical 
potentials. Our calculations show that the imaginary central optical potential also exhibits 
strong energy and radial dependence. The radial behavior of imaginary central optical 
potential obtained from v-14 interaction for p - ""^ Ca elastic scattering at incident energies 
Ep = 65-200MeV is shown in figure 4.2(a) using v-14 interaction. Potentials exhibit the 
following features: 
1. The imaginary central potential is always attractive and its strength in the interior of 
nucleus increases with increasing incident energy. 
2. The imaginary central potential shows mild surface enhancement at low energies. As the 
incident energy increases the position of the peak slowly shifts towards nuclear interior 
and decreases in magnitude. 
3. For E greater than 80.0 MeV the imaginary central potential shows a slightly smooth 
radial dependence. 
Fig 4.2(b) shows the corresponding curves for HJ interaction at energies 65-
200MeV. Comparison of Fig4.2(a)) and Fig4.2(b) indicates that most of the features of 
imaginary central potentials obtained from HJ interaction resemble those of the 
corresponding potentials obtained from v-14 interaction. However, the two potentials differ 
in the following respects: 
1. At all low incident energies HJ interaction gives a more pronounced surface enhancement 
as compared with v-14 interaction. 
2. The imaginary central potential obtained from v-14 interaction in the nuclear interior is 
slightly more attractive than that obtained from HJ interaction. 
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(4.3) Real part Of Spin-Orbit Optical Potential: 
The real part of our calculated spin-orbit potential using v-14 interaction for p-'^ ^Ca at 
incident energies (Ep = 65-200MeV) is shown in fig 4.3(a) for v-14 interaction. Prominent 
features of our calculated real spin-orbit potential are the following: 
1. Radial shape of the calculated real spin-orbit potential is of Thomas form at all energies 
considered here. 
2. The strength of the real spin-orbit potential decreases very slowly with decrease in 
incident energy. 
3. The peak value of real spin-orbit potential also shows energy dependence. It decreases 
with decrease in incident energy. 
The real part of spin-orbit potential from HJ interaction for p- '*°Ca elastic scattering at 
energies 65-200MeV exhibits behavior similar to that obtained using v -14 interaction as 
shown by fig.4.3(b). However, the two calculated potentials have minor differences also. 
1. At a given incident energy the real part of spin-orbit potential obtained from HJ 
interaction is smaller in magnitude than the one obtained from v-14 interaction, e.g at 
incident energy Ep == 65.0MeV, the real spin-orbit potential resulting from HJ interaction 
shows a maximum at r = 3.41 fm and v ^ = 1.077MeV and a minimum at r = 0.025fm and 
so 
V ^ "=-" 0.057MeV, where as that resulting from v-14 interaction shows a maximum at 
* so '^  
r = 3.41 fm V ' =1.22MeV and a minimum at r = O.OSfm and V ' = 0.073MeV so so 
(4.4) imaginary Part Of Spin-Orbit Optical Potential: 
The imaginary part of pur calculated spin-orbit optical potential using v-14 
interaction for p-'^ °Ca at energy Ep = 65-200 MeV is shown in fig 4.4(a). The important 
features of the calculated imaginary spin-orbit potentials are the following; 
1. The radial shape of the calculated imaginary spin-orbh potential is also of the Thomas 
form. The sign of imaginary spin-orbit potential is opposite to that of the real spin-orbit 
potential. 
2. The strength of imaginary spin-orbit potential increases with increasing incident energy. 
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3. The peak value of imaginary spin-orbit potential shows slow energy dependence. It 
increases very slowly with increasing incident energy. 
The imaginary part of our calculated spin-orbit potential using HJ interaction for 
p -''°Ca elastic scattering at all incident energies considered above is shown in fig 4.4(b). The 
potential obtained from v-14 and HJ interactions are very similar to each other, except that 
the potential arising from HJ interaction is slightly smaller in magnitude than that obtained 
using v-14 interaction not only in the nuclear interior also in the surface region. 
(4.5) Volume Integral of Central Optical Potential: 
We define the volume integrals Jv/A and Jw/A per nucleon of the real and imaginary 
central potential as: 
= 47rjv(r)r'dr/A • 
and ^y^ = 47t\w[rydrlA -
In fig 4.5(a) we have shown the energy dependence of the volume integral per nucleon for 
the real and imaginary parts of calculated central potential (Jy/A) and (Jw/A) using Urbana 
v-14 [2] and Hamada-Johnston [1] realistic interaction fig 4.5(b) for p-^ '^ Ca, °^^ Pb in the 
energy region 65MeV to 200.0MeV. We conclude that: 
1. Volume integral Jy/A, resulting from HJ interaction and from v-14 interaction shows 
similar energy dependence. The real volume integral per nucleon decreases with 
increasing incident energy. 
2. We observe that Jy/A obtained from HJ interaction is slightly larger than that obtained 
from v-14 interaction at all energy considered here. 
3. Jw/A obtained from HJ interaction and from v-14 interaction shows mild energy 
dependence. This is in agreement with the results of ref. [5]. 
Volume integral per nucleon of the real part of the calculated central potential decreases as 
energy increases while volume integral of the calculated imaginary central potendal increases 
with the energy. 
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(4.6) Analysis Of p- ^°Ca. °^°Pb Differential Cross Section: 
We use calculated optical potential to obtain the differential elastic cross section of 
protons from '^ °Ca and °^^ Pb. Comparison with experimental data is done by minimizing -^ 
R I 
per degree of freedom by adjusting the four normalization parameters Xy A,w A, ,\ .We 
' so so 
use: 
U(E, r ) = ^ V ( E , r ) + i ?wW(E, r ) + :^''V3o(E,r) +^^ Wso(E,r) 
so so 
The ideal values of A, must be unity indicating that the calculated potential are in 100% 
agreement with the ones required to fit the experimental data. X>\(k<X) implies that the 
calculated potentials are smaller (larger) than that required by the experimental data. For the 
data considered in this work, in energy region 65-200MeV, we find that A^ ^ is in all cases 
nearly zero and hence in the final analysis it was kept zero. Further since we have not 
considered the polarization data we keep A^==l, that is we do not change the real spin orbit 
potential. 
For analyzing the proton scattering data we have thus only two free normalization 
parameters: Xy, 2^ .The agreements between theory and experiment is found by minimizing 
the quantity %], where 
We will describe the results of our analyses in detail and show the agreement obtained with 
our microscopic optical potential to the experimental data for each target at several energies 
varying the normalization parameters Xy and !„,. In order to investigate the effect of real and 
imaginary normalization separately, we allow them to vary in the following manner. In the 
first step when we do not change any of the parameters and thus is the prediction of our 
model. In the second step, we vary only the normalization parameter /l^ for the imaginary 
potential, we observe the agreement between the experimental and the theory is improved. 
Finally we vary both the normalization parameters Xy and X^^,. We use the same procedure 
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for all the energies (65-200MeV) considered. The values of ?^y ,Xy^ are given in tables at the 
end of this chapter. 
The agreement with the proton scattering data, considered here, is satisfactory for both v-14 
and HJ potentials at all energies and both for targets considered here. The results of our 
analysis at (65-200)MeV using the two microscopic potentials HJ and v-14 are presented in 
figures 4.6 to 4.13 respectively. In almost all cases we find that the normahzation of real and 
imaginary central potential is enough to give a fairly good agreement with the data. Further, 
we conclude that v-14 gives marginally better agreement than HJ at all energies considered 
here. 
(4.7) Mean Square Radii: 
In this section we present our results for the energy dependence of root mean square 
radii of calculated real central optical potential, for proton elastic scattering. The mean square 
radii of real central potential is defined as; 
\v{r)d' 
where V (r) is the real part of the optical model potential. 
Figure 4.16(a) and (b) shows results for p-'^ '^ Ca, ^ °^ Pb at incident energies (Ep=65-200MeV), 
using v-14 and HJ intemucleon potential .We found that; 
1. The MSR for the real central-potential term is mildly energy dependent. 
2. The MSR for the real central potential calculated from HJ interaction is slightly greater 
than that obtained from Urbana v-14 interaction. 
3. The MSR for °^^ Pb is around 37 fm^  while for °^Ca it is around 17 fml 
It is important to note that the calculated MSR from the above equation is independent of the 
normalization parameters, hence a fully microscopic result. The effect of any normalization 
used to fit the cross-section data is cancelled in this equation. Hence, the above results can be 
used to predict RMS radii for the targets studied in this section, even when the experimental 
data is not available. 
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< ^ ' > K = ' ,.., . , , (1) 
r 
(4.8) Conclusions: 
We conclude from the above, that the calculations of the elastic scattering cross 
section for proton nucleus scattering using optical model potential are in fairly good 
agreement with the experimental observations. 
Figure Captions: 
Energy dependence of calculated optical potential optical potential for p-''°Ca in energy 
range Ep =65-225MeV, using Urbana v-14 and HJ interaction, is shown. 
4.1 (a) Real central optical potential using v-14 interaction. 
4.1 (b) Real central optical potential using HJ interaction. 
4.2 (a) Imaginary central optical potential using v-14 interaction. 
4.2 (b) Imaginary central optical potential using HJ interaction. 
4.3 (a) Real spin-orbit optical potential using v-14 interaction. 
4.3 (b) Real spin-orbit optical potential using HJ interaction. 
4.4 (a) Imaginary spin-orbit optical potential using v-14 interaction. 
4.4 (b) Imaginary spin-orbit optical potential using HJ interaction. 
4.5 (a) Energy dependence of real and imaginary volume integral per nucleon using 
v-14 interaction. 
4.5 (b) Ssime as above, but using HJ interaction. 
4.6 (a) - 4.15 (a) Energy dependence of differential scattering cross section using HJ 
interaction. 
4.6 (b) - 4.15 (b) Same as above but using v-14 interaction. 
4.16 (a) Energy dependence of MSR with energy, using v-14 interaction. 
4.16 (b) Same as above but using HJ interaction. 
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TABLE 4.1(a): Integral observables predicted by optical model 






























































































































Table 4.2 (a): Normalization Parameters and Integral observables for 


































































































































Table 4.3 (a): Normalization Parameters and Integral observables for 



















































































































































TABLE 4.4 (a): Integral observables predicted by optical model 














































































































Table 4.5 (a): Normalization Parameters and Integral observables for 


















































































































Table 4.6 (a): Normalization Parameters and Integral observables for 
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(5.1) Neutron Scattering: 
Nuclear waste management, treatment of certain kinds of cancer tumors and computer 
reliability may seem to have little in common, but there are at least two aspects that concern 
all these topics: large public interest, and neutron physics. 
All are examples of potential large-scale applications that are either under development or 
have been identified, and where fast neutrons are involved. As a result, the interest in high-
energy neutron data is rapidly growing in these scientific disciplines. 
The recent development of high-intensity proton accelerators has resulted in ideas to use sub 
critical reactors, fed by neutrons produced in spallation processes maintained by external 
proton beams, for transmutation of waste from nuclear power reactors or nuclear weapons 
material. This has the potential to simplify the requirements for long-term storage of such 
materials. 
In a nuclear reactor, fission is not the only occurring process as there are also reactions 
(i.e. neutron capture) building up elements heavier than uranium. These transuranic actinides 
constitute the bulk of the long-lived waste, with plutonium being the most abundant element. 
A major drawback of nuclear power production lies in the fact that the radioactive waste has 
to be stored safely for long time. 
The main concept is to place the waste in deep geological repositories. However, an idea 
aiming at facilitating the storage is being investigated. By irradiation of actinides and long-
lived fission products in spent fuel with an intense neutron flux, transmutation into elements 
with shorter lifetimes could be attained. 
Besides providing a means for the reduction of nuclear waste, the same technique might be 
used to destroy nuclear weapons material, especially plutonium which is difficult to 
incinerate in standard reactors. On a very long time scale, the strong neutron sources 
considered here might also be used to drive reactors that can make use of natural uranium 
and thorium, which are immense energy sources. A limiting factor in the self-sustaining 
fission reactors of today is the neutron economy. Fission is induced by neutrons, but neutrons 
are also released after fission, which makes a chain reaction possible. Some of the released 
neutrons, however, are lost in other reactions. In addition, for a self-sustaining reactor, it is 
important for safety reasons that a reasonable fraction of the neutrons are released relatively 
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late in time (beta-delayed neutrons), making reactivity changes sufficiently slow making it 
easier to control. 
These problems Eire making self-sustaining reactors, that can incinerate the long-lived wastes 
from the reactors of today, very difficult (or even impossible) to build. The reason is that 
americium and curium have essentially no beta-delayed neutrons, and thus the safety margins 
are reduced. Sub critical reactors, where some neutrons are produced externally and fed into 
the reactor, are not limited by these shortcomings. This has made hybrid solutions, where an 
external neutron source is coupled to a reactor, a field of intense research during the last few 
years. Furthermore the thermal spectrum is not optimal for incineration of americium and 
curium. The fission / capture ratio is significantly larger for a fast spectrum. This suggests an 
immoderate core in general and a lead-cooled system in particular. 
Presently, there seems to be some consensus about the basic design of a possible future 
device. The extra neutrons are created in spallation processes, generated by a beam of 
protons (l-2GeV, 20-100mA) that is stopped in a heavy target material, e.g., lead. The 
spallation neutron flux can be several orders of magnitude higher than that in a conventional 
reactor. After being created in the spallation target, the neutrons enter a surrounding blanket 
containing long-lived transuranic elements from spent nuclear fuel. Due to the intense 
neutron irradiation, these elements can be transformed into stable or short-lived ones by 
fission processes. This reduces in principle the requirements on the geological repository. In 
addition, the transmutation facility has a potential of producing energy, not only for the ion 
accelerator, but for the electric power grid as well. In order to design the core and to predict 
its performance, simulations have to be done. These require knowledge of the underlying 
fundamental nuclear reactions, i.e. cross sections for production of neutrons and charged 
particles in the target, and for reactions that are relevant for neutron transport and 
moderation. 
Conventional radiation treatment of tumors, i.e. using electron beams and bremsstrahlung 
photon beams, is a cornerstone in modem cancer therapy. Unfortunately, not all tumors 
respond sufficiently to this kind of radiation. A large number of patients might benefit from 
therapy with more densely ionizing radiation. Cancer therapy with fast neutrons can provide 
such radiation at a reasonable cost. In this case, ionizing charged particles are produced by 
nuclear reactions in the tissue. To folly investigate the potential of this therapy, the dose 
delivery has to be known with the same precision as in conventional photon therapy. This 
requires determination of the fundamental cross sections for conversion of neutrons into 
charged particles. Another important process is elastic scattering, which through heavy recoil 
is responsible for 10-15 % of the cell damage in this cancer therapy modality. Modem 
neutron therapy beams extend up to 70MeV, v/hile most evaluated data bases cover the 
energy region up to 20MeV, as .nentioned above. This makes it difficult to correctly estimate 
the dose given, and to plan and optimize the therapy. Hence, the need.s of data for cancer 
therapy partly coincide in energy with those for transmutation applications. 
A related topic is cosmic-ray neutrons at commercial aircraft ahitudes: they induce a 
significant radiation dose to the airplane p.^ rsonnel. This poses a relatively new dosimetry 
problem, which is currently under inteiisive investigation. For both these biomedical 
applications, the nuclear data situation is rapidly improving. During the last few years, it has 
become evident that electronics in airplanes suffer effects from cosmic-ray neutrons .The 
presently most well-known effect is that a neutron can induce a nuclear reaction in the silicon 
substrate of a memory device, releasing free charge, which in turn changes one or more 
memory units. 
Another effect that can occur is a change in the logical execution of a program. This random 
re-programming is obviously not wanted. Similar effects causing both soft- and hardware 
damage have recently been identified also at ground level. Elastic neutron scattering plays a 
key role for the understanding of all these phenomena. One reason is that the elastic 
scattering cross section is the largest of the individual partial cross sections contributing to 
the total cross section. Most important, however, is that elastic scattering allows a 
determination of the optical potential, which plays a decisive role in microscopic cross 
section calculations involving neutrons in either the entrance or exit charmel. 
(5.2) Neutron-Nucleus Potential: 
In view of the above we have analyzed the available neutron elastic scattering data in 
the energy region 65-225 MeV from '^ C, ^^Ca, and °^^ Pb, using microscopically calculated 
optical potential. In the next section we describe the results of the calculated potentials, 
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discuss the changes in its shape with energy and mass number. The calculated potential is 
then used in section 5.6 to predict the differential elastic scattering. We fmd that the 
predictions of our model reproduces the data reasonable satisfactorily. 
In previous chapters we have described in detail, the procedure for obtaining optical potential 
for finite nuclei from infinite nuclear matter potential within the framework of the first order 
Brueckner theory starting from a realistic interaction. 
In this chapter we have performed the calculation of Neutron - Nucleus optical potential at 
several energies to describe elastic scattering of neutron from '^ C, '^ Ca and °^ Pb using HJ 
and v-14 interactions. The calculation of nucleon optical potential in Brueckner theory 
requires point nucleon densities in the target and an internucleon potential. For the n-n 
interaction, we have used the local soft-core Urbana [1] v-14 and HJ [2] interactions. The 
point proton and neutron densities have been obtained using the relativistic mean field 
calculations of Gambhir and Patil (GP) [3] described briefly below; 
The GP density Pn(p)i^) is defined as 
Piir) = i ^ 
1 + ( i ( l + r' / R'y'(e^'~^^'"' + e-^'^^^'"') (1) 
0 = n, p) 
h 
With a . = I (2) 
2 ^ 2 m s ^ 
where £", is the separation energy of the last proton or neutron, m is the corresponding 
nucleon mass, and 
{Z -\)e^, proton 
neutron 
The equation (1) has three unknowns namely/?p ,^ /?" and R. The first two are determined 
from the normalization conditions for the protons and neutron densities. Thus the GP density 
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model has only one adjustable parameter R that is the value of r at which the density falls to 
half of its central value to a very good degree of approximation. 
Using the above expressions, eqs. 1-3, we have calculated the point proton and neutron 
densities in '^ C, '^^Ca, and "^^ P^b. These are then used in folding over the g-matrices to 
calculate the nuclear potential. The reaction matrices have been obtained using two nucleon 
realistic interactions. In the next subsection we describe various features of the calculated 
optical potential. 
(5.2.1) Real Part Of Central Optical Potential: 
We show the radial behavior of real part of the calculated central optical potential in 
Fig 5.1(a) for n -''^ Ca elastic scattering at incident energies En = 65, 75, 85, 95, 107.5, 127.5, 
155, 185, 225MeV using Urbana V-14 realistic interaction. The calculated potentials exhibit 
the following features. 
1. The real potential in the nuclear interior changes rapidly with energy and the strength of 
this attractive potential decreases with increasing energy. 
2. The potential remains attractive at all incident energies from 65MeV to 225MeV. 
fig 5.1(b) shows respectively the radial shape of calculated real central optical potential using 
Hamada-Johnston (HJ) realistic interaction at all energies considered above. 
The results of our calculation indicate that the use of HJ interaction gives rise to a real central 
potential, which is similar to the one, obtained when v-14 interaction is used. However, the 
two potentials differ in the following respects. 
1. The real central optical potential using v-14 interaction in the interior region is more 
attractive (by about 8MeV) as compared with that using HJ interaction. It is well known 
[4] that a soft-core intemucleon potential gives rise to a more attractive real nucleon-
nucleus potential as compared with use of a Hard-core intemucleon potential in 
Brueckner theory. 
2. At low energies the real central optical potential using v-14 interaction decreases 
smoothly with the radial distance, where as that using HJ interaction shows a small 
enhancement at a radial distance around r = 4fm . 
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3. Not only the depth but the radial shape of the calculated potential changes with energy. 
Due to this we can not compare the depth of our calculated potential with the depth of an 
empirical Saxon -Woods type potential. 
(5.2.2) Imaginary Part Of Central Optical Potential: 
In this section we describe features of the imaginary part of our calculated central 
optical potentials. Our calculations show that the imaginary central optical potential also 
exhibits strong energy and radial dependence. The radial behavior of imaginary central 
optical potential obtained from v-14 interaction for n-'^ ^Ca elastic scattering at incident 
energies considered above and is shown in figures 5.2(a) and 5.2(b). These potentials exhibit 
the following features: 
1. The imaginary central potential is always attractive and its strength in the interior of 
nucleus increases with increasing incident energy. 
2. The imaginary central potential shows a surface enhancement at low energies. 
3. At high incident energies the imaginary central potential shows a smooth radial 
dependence which resembles the shape of Woods -Saxon form. 
Fig 5.2(b) shows the corresponding curves for HJ interaction at energies considered above. 
Comparison of fig 5.2(a) and fig 5.2(b) indicates that most of the features of imaginary 
central potentials obtained from HJ interaction resemble those of the corresponding 
potentials obtained from v-I4 interaction. However, the two potentials differ in the following 
respects: 
1. The HJ interaction gives a more jjionounced surface enhancement at low energies, where 
as v-14 interaction gives a milder surface enliancement in the imaginary central potential. 
2. The imaginary central potential obtained from v-14 interaction in the nuclear interior is 
slightly more attractive than that obtained from HJ interaction. 
(5.2.3) Real part Of Spin-Orbit Optical Potential: 
The real part of our calculated spin-orbit potential using v-14 interaction for n - ''°Ca at 
all the incident energies considered, is shown in fig 5.3(a). Prominent features of our 
calculated real spin-orbit potential are the follov/ing: 
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1. Radial shape of the calculated real spin-orbit potential is of Thomas form at all energies 
considered here. 
2. The strength of the real spin-orbit potential decreases very slowly with decrease in 
incident energy. 
3. The peak value of real spin-orbit potential also shows slight energy dependence. It 
decreases with decrease in incident energy. 
The real part of spin-orbit potential from HJ (see figure 5.3(b)) interaction for n- ""^ Ca elastic 
scattering at energies 65-225MeV exhibits behavior similar to that obtained using v-14 
interaction. However; the two calculated potentials have minor differences also. 
At a given incident energy the real part of spin-orbit potential obtained from HJ interaction is 
smaller in magnitude through out the volume of the nucleus than the one obtained from v-14 
interaction, e.g at incident energy En = 65MeV the real spin-orbit potential resulting from HJ 
interaction shows a maximum at r = 3.35 fm and Vg^  = 0.9858MeV and a minimum at 
r = 0.25fm & v^^ = 0.06375MeV, where as that resulting from Urbana v-14 interaction 
shows a maximum at r = 3.35fm, v so = 1.1263MeV and a minimum at r = 0.35fm and 
Vso=0.074MeV. 
(5.2.4) Imaginary Part Of Spin-Orbit Optical Potential: 
Although the experimental data in the energy range considered here does not require 
the imaginary part of the spin-orbit potential, we show the result of our calculation for this 
component of the optical model potential. The imaginary part of our calculated spin-orbit 
optical potential using Urbana v-14 interaction for n-'^ Va at energy is shown in fig 5.4(a) and 
fig 5,4(b) using HJ interaction. The important features of the imaginary spin-orbit potentials 
are the following: 
1. The radial shape of the calculated imaginary spin-orbit potential is also of the 
conventional Thomas form. 
2. The strength of imaginary spin-orbit potential increases with increasing incident 
energy. 
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3. The peak value of imaginary spin-orbit potential shows slow energy dependence. It 
increases very slowly with increasing incident energy. 
4. The sign of the calculated imaginary spin-orbit potential is opposite to that of the real 
part of the calculated spin-orbit potential. 
The imaginary part of our calculated spin-orbit potential using HJ interaction for n -'^ °Ca 
elastic scattering at all incident energies considered above is shown in fig 5.4(b). The 
potential obtained from v-14 and HJ interactions are very similar, except that the potential 
arising from HJ interaction is slightly smaller in magnitude than that obtained using v-14 
interaction not only in the nuclear interior also in the surface region. 
(5.3) Volume Integral Of Real and Imaginary Part Of Central 
Optical Potential: 
In fig 5.5(a) we have shown the energy dependence of the volume integral per nucleon for 
the real and imaginary part of calculated central potential using Urbana v-14 [1] & and in fig 
5.5(b) we have used Hamada-Johnston [2] realistic interaction for n- "^ Ca in the energy 
region 65 to 225MeV. 
We draw the conclusion that: 
1. Volume integral of the real central potential, resulting from HJ interaction & from v-14 
interaction shows similar energy dependence. The real volume integral per nucleon 
decreases with increasing incident energy. However since the energy range is large the 
decrease is not linear. 
2. We observe that for a given energy Jv /A obtained from HJ interaction is less than that 
obtained from v-14 interaction. This is expected, as the HJ interaction compared with 
v-14 interaction gives rise to a more attractive real central potential. 
3. Jw/A obtained from HJ interaction and from v-14 interaction shows milder energy 
dependence. 
(6.4) Energy dependence of Mean Sguare Radii: 
In this section we present our results for the energy dependence of mean square radii 
(MSR) of calculated real central optical potential, from neutron elastic scattering data, using 
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Urbana v-14 interaction [1] & Hamada-Johnston [2] interaction. The mean square radii of 
real central potential are defined as; 
jv(r)dr 
Figures 5.6(a) and 5.6(b) shows our results<r^ >^^^ ( MSR radii), for '^C, ^"Ca and °^^ Pb at 
V 
all incident energies considered using v-14 and HJ interactions respectively. We see that; 
1. The MSR for the real central-potential is mildly energy dependent. 
2. The MSR for the real central potential calculated from HJ interaction (Fig 5.6(b)) is 
marginally greater than that obtained from Urbana v-14 interaction (Fig 5.6(a)). 
3. The MSR increases with the mass number of the target. 
We find that the MSR for the neutron nucleus real central potential for all the targets 
considered in present work practically remains energy independent. 
(5.5) Mass Number Dependence Of MSR: 
In the following we present our resuhs for < r >v at all energies considered above. We 
find that < r^>v obeys a linear relation with A^'^ as shown in figure 5.7(a) for v-14 and figure 
5.7(b) for HJ for the energies En=65, 75, 85, 95, 107.5, 127.5, 155, 185, 225MeV. A least 
square linear fit to the calculated values give us the following relation for the given set of 
energies for HJ: 
< r^  >v = 0.95609 A^ ^^  + 5.40094 (65MeV) 
< r^  >v = 0.95757 A '^^  + 5.59246 (75MeV) 
<r^>v =0.96071 A^^^+5.79128 (85MeV) 
< r^  >v = 0.96490 A^'^ + 5.99628 (95MeV) 
<T^>y = 0.97223 A^^ +^ 6.25981 (107.5MeV) 
<r^>v= 0.98346 A^^^+6.72619 (127.5MeV) 
<r^>v= 1.00105 A2'^+ 7.49843 (155MeV) 
<r^>,= 1.02422 A^'^+8.67207 (185MeV) 
<r^>v= 1.05990 A '^^ + 10.8400 (225MeV) 
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Similarly the linear dependence of MSR with energy for v-14 interaction is ; 
<r^>v - 0.94014A^^ ^ +4.78885 (65MeV) 
< r^  >v = 0.94079 A^ '^  + 4.95095 (75MeV) 
< r^  >v = 0.94248 A^ '^  + 5.11750 (85MeV) 
< r^  >v = 0.94500 J^'^ + 5.28508 (95MeV) 
<?>y = 0.94896 A '^^  +5.49881 (107.5MeV) 
<r^>v = 0.95593 A '^^  +5.86250 (127.5MeV) 
<r2>v = 0.96736 A^^^+6.42467 (155MeV) 
<r^>v= 0.98030 A '^^  +7.14324 (185MeV) 
<r2>v= 1.00135 A '^'^ +8.44420 (225MeV) 
Our Analyses show the following features: 
1. From the above resuhs we can conclude that the values of < r^ >v for both v-14 and HJ 
models are very close and exhibit linear dependence with A . 
2. The slope of MSR with A^ ''^ , shows a mild energy dependence for both v-14 and HJ 
interactions. 
(6.6) Analysis Of Neutron Elastic Scattering: 
In this section we present an analysis of the measured neutron elastic differential 
crossection data [5] for '^ C'^ ^Ca and °^^ Pb in the energy range of 65 to 225MeV,using 
calculated optical model potential. The calculation of the differential elastic scattering and 
other observables (total, elastic, and reaction cross sections) are done by using the calculated 
potential U ( E,r) in a spherical optical model code. 
Comparison with experimental data is done by minimizing -^ per degree of freedom by 
R I 
adjusting the four normalization parameters A,v, Xw, A, , X, .Thus the input potential in 
so so 
the optical model code is: 
U(E,r) = ;^V(E,r) + i ^ W(E,r) + :^^ V3o(E,r) +\X^ Wso(E,r) 
so so 
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In contrast with the analysis of proton scattering data we have not varied any normalization 
parameter thus the results presented here are the predictions of our model. 
The data covers center - of -mass (cm.) scattering angle, d^m from 5°to about 25°. The 
agreements between the calculated and the experimental data at all energies have been found 
to be satisfactory. 
In tables (1), we show the values of volume integrals and total cross sections for all targets in 
the energy region considered. 
Figures 5.8(a-b) - 5.10(a-b) we show differential scattering cross section (the dots showing 
the experimental data points and the solid lines show prediction of optical model 
potential),we observe that a fairly good agreement is obtained. 
Further in figures 5.1 l(a-b) ad 5.12(a-b), we also present a comparison of the optical model 
potential predictions of both vl4 and Hamada-Johnston with the recent 96 MeV data for C 
and "^^ Pb from the Uppsala facility [6] which covers a larger scattering angular range 
(10° to 70°). The agreement between the predictions of our model and the experimental data 
is fairly good. 
The values of the volume integrals, both real and imaginary, total crossections, elastic 
crossections, reaction crossections and x /DF are given in the tables (1-3) for both vl4 as 
well as Hamada-Johnston interactions. Thus both v-14 and HJ potentials give satisfactory 
agreement with the experimental data, values of ;}f /^DF are generally smaller in case of vl4 
interaction, hence v-14 results are marginally better than HJ. 
(5.7) Conclusions: 
1. We observe a satisfactory agreement between our predictions and elastic scattering cross 
section data for both the models. However difference can be understood if we have data 
at larger angles. 
2. MSR mildly increases with energy. 
3. Slope of MSR with target mass number (A^ -^*) increases with energy. This should be 
further investigated by analyzing scattering data from a wide range of targets over several 
energies. 
4. Volume integral per nucleon of the real part of the calculated central potential decreases 
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as energy increases while volume integral of the calculated imaginary central potential 
increases with energy. 
5. We have not attempted a comparison of neutron and proton optical potential since the 
neutron scattering data is available only for very small angular region. 
Figure Captions: 
Figure 5.1(a) 
Energy dependence of calculated real central optical potential for n- Ca in energy region 
65-225 MeV, using Urbana v-14 interaction. 
FigureS.l (b) 
Same as in fig 5.1 (a) but using HJ interaction. 
Figure5.2 (a) 
Energy depen* 
energy region 65-225MeV, using Urbana v-14 interaction. 
endence of calculated imaginary part of central optical potential for n- Ca in 
Figure 5.2(b) 
Same as in fig 5.2(a) but using HJ interaction 
Figure 5.3(a) 
Energy depenc 
65-225 MeV, using Urbana v-14 interaction. 
dence of calculated real spin-orbit optical potential for n-'^ '^ Ca in energy region 
Figure5.3 (b) 
Same as in fig 5.3(a) but using HJ interaction 
Figure 5.4(a) 
Energy dependence of calculated imaginary spin-orbit optical potential for n- ''^ Ca in energy 
region 65-225 MeV, using Urbana v-14 interaction. 
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Figure5.4 (b) 
Same as in fig 5.4(a) but using HJ interaction. 
Figure 5.5(a) 
Energy dependence of normalized volume integral per nucleon of real and imaginary part of 
calculated central optical potential for n-'^ ^Ca at 65-225MeV using V-14. 
Figure 5.5(b) 
Same as in fig 5.5(a) but using HJ interaction. 
Figure 5.6(a) 
Energy dependence of root mean squ:u; radii of calculated real central optical potential, 
using v-14. 
Figure 5.6(b) 
Same as in fig 5.6(a) but using HJ interaction. 
Figure 5.7(a) Mean square radii (MSR) of the calculated microscopic real potential V-14 for 
energies between 65-225 MeV are shown as a function of A .The solid line is a linear fit to 
the results of present work(shown as solid circles). 
Figure 5.7(b) Same as in fig 5.7(a) but using HJ interaction. 
Figure 5.8(a) 
Microscopic optical model potential prediction of neutron elastic scattering from '*°Ca using 
v-14 internucleon interaction at Ep =65, 75, 85, 95,107.5, 127.5, 155, 185, and 225 MeV. 
Experimental data are from ref [IJ. 
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Figure 5.8(b) 
Same as above but using HJ interaction. 
Figure5.9(a) 
Same as that of fig 5.8(a) but with '^ C as the target nucleus. 
Figure5.9(b) 
Same as above but using HJ interaction. 
Figures. 10(a) 
Same as that of fig 5,8(a) but with Pb as the target nucleus. 
Figures. 10(b) 
Same as above but using HJ interaction. 
FigureS.ll(a) 
Microscopic oj 
V14 intemucleon interaction at 96 MeV. Exprimental data are from ref [2 ]. 
1 -y 
icroscopic optical model potential prediction of neutron elastic scattering from C usmg 
Figures. 11(b) 
Same as above but using HJ interaction. 
FigureS.12(a) 
Same as that of fig 4(a) but with °^^ Pb as the target nucleus. 
Figure5.12(b) 
Same as above but using HJ interaction. 
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TABLE 5.2 (a): Integral observables for Neutron- '^C elastic 












































































TABLE 5.2 (b): Integral observables for Neutron- '^ C elastic 
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